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IN ANOTHER COLUMN we print the Annual Report of the 
Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, from which we are 
glad to learn that the Lord Chancellor has promised to 
take the chair at the eighth anniversary festival of the 
association, which takes place on Wednesday, the 10th of 
June, at Willis's Rooms. We are confident that the 
Lord Chancellor will be amply supported on this occasion 
in his most praiseworthy exertions on behalf of this 
excellent Association. 














IN THE LITIGATIONS arising out of joint-stock 
frauds and misrepresentation, more than in any- 
thing else, hesitation and shilly-shallying are out of 
place. The shareholder, who is thinking of taking 
action upon the fraud which we will assume to have been 

upon him, must make up his mind at once, or 
hia litigation will produce him nothing beyond costs. 
There are many reasons which induce shareholders to 
dally on the brink, First and foremost, there is 
the possibility that something may yet be made of the 
investment, and besides this, there is the desire to profit, 
if possible, by some one else’s experience before making the 
plunge. So far as regards the obtaining revision of 
the share contract, and the removal of the shareholder’s 
name from the register, delay is eminently hazardous, 
since the decision in the Overend & Gurney case has 
authoritatively settled that as the tree falls so it 
must lie, and that if the name be on the register at the 
date of the winding-up, there, so far as the creditors’ 
claims are concerned, it must remain. The winding-up 
dates, of course, from the presentation of the winding- 
up petition, and if, while the shareholder is hesitating, 
somebody presents a winding-up petition, that at once 
fixes him on the register, to remain there till every 
creditor is paid. 

Again, although the shareholder, who is fixed with a 
liability tothe creditors, may have a right of imbursement 
from the company or directors, every day’s delay greatly 
imperils his right to this relief. 

Lord Cairns recently gave a decision which, though 
it contains no new point of law, is somewhat instruc- 
tive to shareholders hesitating whether or not to repu- 
diate. In the case to which we refer, thatof Ogilvie v. 
Currie, the plaintiff’s case was, that he applied for 
shares in June, 1865, upon the strength of a prospectus, 
stating, amongst other things, that the business which 
the company were pi was making £50 per 
cent. profits. The company proceeded to carry on the 
business in question, but about the end of 1865 the 
plaintiff began to suspect that all was not fair, and 
called several times at the company’s office to in- 
spect the accounts, which, however, he did not manage to 
see. In May, 1866, a committee of inquiry was 
appointed, who reported the same month, the re- 
port being unfavourable; but still the plaintiff took 
no action until the latter half of July, when he served the 
company with a notice of repudiation. He was then too 
late to escape liability to the creditors, a winding-up 
petition having been presented, but he contended in his 








suit that he could still claim reimbursement and in- 
demnity from the company or from the directors, A 
technical question as to alternative relief was raised; 
but Lord Cairns decided against the shareholder purely 
on the ground of delay. He remarked that the share- 
holder’s suspicions had been awakened five or six months 
before the report of the committee of inquiry: he was 
not, therefore, taken by surprise, as by some sudden dis- 
closure ; under those circumstances it behoved him, if he 
meant to repudiate, to lose no day in doing so. 
His delay was fatal to his remedy against the company. 
As regarded the directors, Lord Cairns held in like man- 
ner that having by his own laches become liable to the 
creditors, and lost his remedy against the company, he 
could not come to a Court of Equity for relief against 
the directors. His remedy, if any, would be at common 
law. 

This case shows that in these matters, above all others 
“delays are dangerous,” and, now that shareholders 
appear to be really thinking of bestirring themselves 
and suing the promoters and directors of their companies, 
we commend it to their consideration. If by his own 
laches a duped shareholder has prevented himself from 
escaping liability to the creditors, it is no hardship that 
the Court of Chancery, at any rate, will not help him as 
against the directors. But it must be borne in mind 
that in very many of these cases, until the crash came 
and the winding-up began, most of the shareholders had 
had no suspicions. In such cases, the reasoning of the 
Lord Chancellor in Ogilvie v. Currie would not apply. 





A VERY CURIOUS POINT came before the Court of 
Queen’s Bench upon a special case last Tuesday. The 
name of the case was Hill v. The New River Company. 
The plaintiff was driving along a highway, when his 
horses were startled by a jet of water which was escaping 
from a water pipe that had burst, in the road. The 
horses, in their fright, precipitated the carriage and the 
plaintiff? into an excavation left unfeneed by the Com- 
missioners of Sewers beside the highway, and caused 
some damage. It was found by the special case that the 
water escaped by the negligence of the defendants, aud 
also that there was negligence on the part of the Com- 
missioners in leaving the excavation unprotected; and 
also that if it had not been for the escape of the water 
the excavation would have caused no damage, and if it 
had not been for the want of fencing to the excavation 
the water would have caused no damage. There was no 
connection whatever between the defendants and. the 
commissioners, The question, of course, was who were 
liable for the injury caused by the accident. Each act 
of negligence was half the cause of the injury com- 
plained of, but there was no joint act. 

It was argued that the defendants were liable as being 
the causa causans, and, on the other hand, that the com- 
missioners who left the excavation unfenced were liable 
as they were the causa provima. The Court decided 
that the defendants were liable as the water was the 
causa causans. The Court did not discuss the question 
whether both parties might not be liable, but it seems to 
have been assumed that if only one of the parties could 
be sued the plaintiff had no right of election as to which 
he would proceed against. It would seem that there 
were some grounds for arguing that both were liable, 
although, of course, compensation for the damage done 
could only be recovered once, No cases were cited. on 
either side, and it was stated that there was absolutely 
no authority upon the point. 





THE 124TH SECTION of the Companies Act, 1862, 
fixes three weeks as the time within which an appeal 
may be made from any order or decision made in a 
winding-up matter, but allows to the Court of Appeal 
a discretion of extending this time. The Courts are 
rather chary of laying down any general. rules as to 


powers of granting 
26 


their exercise of such 














514 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER, April 25, 1868, 











indulgences, and for the good and obvious reason that in 
such matters of indulgence it is best that they should 
not be fettered by precedents or principles extending to 
any degree of minuteness. The Chancery judges have, 
for instance, been ever reluctant to lay down general 
principles as to what amount of pressure or overcharge 
will induce them to order taxation of bills of costs after 
payment, 

The discretionary power vested in the Court of Ap- 
peal in Chancery by the 124th section of the Companies 
Act is remarkably free from the constraint of precedents 
and decided general principles, and the period allowed for 
appealing in winding-up matters is so very much shorter 
than the time allowed by Order xxxi. of the Consolidated 
Orders in general matters, and the cases of orders made 
in winding-up matters are so special as compared with 
the rest, that but little dependence is to be placed upon 
analogies deducible from cases decided upon the general 
discretionary power conferred by the Consolidated 
Orders. 

The Lords Justices (Lord Cairns and Turner) ruled in Re 
Hull Forge Company, Exparte Mitchell,15 W.R. 474, that 
the Court will not extend the time of appealing, merely 
because, since the decree, a Court of co-ordinate juris- 
diction has taken the opposite view of an analagous 
case. If any dependence is to be placed upon the 
general analogy, it would be upon such a general question 
as this, and, judging from the case of Beavan v. Lord 
Mornington, 8 W. R. 669, to which Lord Cairns alluded 
in his judgment, it seems probable that even if the sub- 
sequent decision were one of a Court of superior 
authority, the fact would not induce the Court of Appeal 
to extend the time for appealing. 

Another general question of some importance arising 
out of these cases is the question whether, when the three 
weeks allowed for appealing have been allowed to 
elapse by the Jaches of the solicitor, the Court will grant 
an indulgence to the client, or whether he must suffer 
for the laches of his agent. In Ke Reese River Silver 
Mining Compuny, Ex parte Atwell, supra p.96, Lord 
Justice Turner declined to say whether or no the 
solicitor’s neglect would be a good ground to move the 
Court, but his decision in that case showed that if it be 
some neglect or omission on the part of the client, which, 
so to speak, brought his agent’s neglect to bear, the Court 
will grant no indulgence. 

In Re Bethell’s patent Coke Company., Ex parte Davies, 
a case which we report in another column, the three 
weeks had been sufferred to elapse, not through lachesof the 
client, but simply through a clerk of his solicitors hap- 
pening to be ignorant that three weeks was the time. 
In other respects there had been reasonable diligence. 
The Court in this cas; granted an extension of time, and 
thus it appears that in these cases the Court will not, if 
no fault be imputable to the client, necessarily hold him 
responsible for the neglect of his solicitor. 





AN INTERESTING QUESTION has been raised by 
Mr. Vaughan, the police-magistrate, in the case of Ex- 
Governor Eyre, as to the power which he possesses of 
committing a prisoner for trial at the Court of Queen’s 
Bench. Mr. Eyre, as our readers are probably aware, is 
being proceeded against under 42 Geo. 3 c. 85, for the 
misdemeanour of issuing, in his capacity as Governor of 
Jamaica, an illegal proclamation, and for various other 
crimes alleged to have been committed by him as 
governor. By the Ist section of that statute offences 
eommitted by persons in the public service abroad may 
be prosecuted in the Court of Queen’s Bench in England, 
either upon information or indictment found; and in 
that information or indictment the crime charged may 
be laid as having been committed in the county of 
Middlesex. 

Under this section it was no doubt open to the prose- 
ecutors of Mr. Eyre to prefer an indictment without 
any preliminary inquiry to the grand jury of the 
county in the Court of Queen’s Bench, But they thought 





it more proper to apply in the first instance to a justice 
for a summons on which in due time, if the evidence 
were sufficient, a warrant of commitment would be 
issued ; and under the 11 & 12 Vict. c. 42, s. 25, the 
accused would be committed “to the common gaol of 
the county, riding, city, borough, or place, within which 
such justice shall have jurisdiction, to be there safely 
kept until he shall be thence delivered by due course 
of law.” By section 20 of the same Act the justice 
is empowered to bind over the prosecutor and the wit- 
nesses who are examined before him to appear “at the 
next court of oyer and terminer or gaol delivery,” 
at which the prisoner is to be tried. Such being the 
language of the statute, Mr. Vaughan, who had pre. 
viously granted a summons against Mr. Eyre, objected, on 
the case being called on last Wednesday, that he had no 
jurisdiction to proceed. The statute, 11 & 12 Vict.c, 42, 
only enabled him to bind over the witnesses to appear at 
the next court of oyer and terminer or gaol delivery— 
i.e., according to. his view, at the Central Criminal Court, 
But Mr. Eyre would not be triable there, and the whole 
proceedings at Bow-street, therefore, would be nugatory, 
Assuming that the prisoner could be committed under 
11 & 12 Vict. c. 42, s, 25, to prison, “to be there safely 
kept until he should be delivered thence in due course of 
law,” he would still be triable in the Queen’s 
Bench only, a court before which none of the wit- 
nesses would be bound to appear, so that the bill 
of indictment would have to be presented with- 
out any testimony having been previously taken. Sir 
R. Collier, on the part of the prosecution, endeavoured 
to meet this difficulty by proving that the Court of 
Queen’s Bench was itself a court of oyer and terminer. 
Upon this main proposition there does not seem much 
room for doubt. Mr. Vaughan did not, we apprehend, 
mean to deny it. His contention was that for the hear- 
ing of a matter under the 42 Geo, 3, c. 85, it was not 
such a court, or, at all events, not such a court within 
the meaning of 11 & 12 Vict. c. 42, s. 20. The point thus 
raised is very interesting and difficult, and the further 
proceedings against Mr. Eyre are stayed, in order that, 
upon a rule for a mandamus to compel Mr. Vaughan to 
hear the case, the Court of Queen’s Bench may itself 
have an opportunity of defining its own authority. The 
questions to be argued will be two in number: first—can 
Mr. Vaughan commit Mr. Eyre to the Court of Queen’s 
Bench ? and second—can he bind over the witnesses ex- 
amined before him to appear there ? 

Iv Ig STATED by the Owl that the “massacre of the 
innocents ” this session will not include the Bankruptcy 
Bill. 


ADMISSIBILITY OF EVIDENCE OF USAGE TO 
AFFECT WRITTEN CONTRACTS. 
No. I. 

‘Where a contract is reduced into writing, it is pre- 
sumed that the writing contains all the terms of it, and 
evidence wil not be admitted of any previous or con- 
temporaneous oral agreement, which would have the 
effect of adding to or varying it in any way.” Such is 
the rule that is laid down in all text books which treat 
of the construction of written contracts, and it is abun- 
dantly supported by authority as well as by common 
sense. This rule, however, as every other rule, has excep- 
tions. Extrinsic evidence is always necessary to ascer- 
tain the subject matter of, and the identity of the 
parties to, a written contract, and such evidence is of 
necessity usually verbal. Verbal evidence is also ad- 
missible to explain the meaning of an instrument which 
is unintelligible, as, for instance, if it be written in short- 
hand, or in a foreign language. On the same principle 
verbal evidence is admissible to explain technical, local, 
or provincial words, which without such’ evidence would 
be unintelligible. In all such cases the evidence is ad- 
mitted to translate the document into every day language. 
This principle has been extended even further than this, 
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and it is now well established that although a writing may 
apparently be perfectly intelligible upon the face of it, 
and although all the words are ordinary words, and a 
clear idea is conveyed by its clauses, yet evidence may 
be admitted to show that the words are not used in their 
ordinary and apparent sense, but have some other mean- 
ing attached to them. For instance, evidence has been 
admitted to show that “ thousand ” meant ina particular 
contract “twelve hundred ” (Smith v. Wilson, 3 B. & Ad. 
728). So also the courts of law have admitted evidence 
to prove that ‘“‘ days” (Cochran v. Retberg, 3 Esp. 121), 
“week”? (Grant v. Maddox, 15 M. & W. 787), and 
“month” (Simpson v. Margitson, 11 Q. B. 23), have 
technical and peculiar meanings in certain trades and 
professions, entirely different from those which are ordi- 
narily intended to be conveyed by the use of those words. 

These are only translations of writings, but the prin- 
ciple upon which such evidence is admitted is extended 
somewhat further than in the former cases we mentioned 
as in these latter instances. The writing seems to be 
perfectly clear until doubt is cast upon its meaning by 
extrinsic evidence. The rule, however, has long been 
thus settled, and it is so stated in alate case (Myers v. 
Sarl, 9 W.R. 96, 30 L. J. Q. B. 9), “ words in a contract 
relating to the common transactions of life are to be 
construed according to their plain, ordinary, and popular 
meaning, but if in reference to the subject matter of the 
contract particular words or expressions have by usage 
acquired a peculiar meaning different from their plain, 
ordinary, and popular meaning, parties using these 
words in such a contract must be taken to have used 
them in their peculiar sense, and evidence of usage fixing 
that sense is admissable to prove the meaning. That 
is the rule of law, and it does not depend upon the 
point whether the expression is in itself ambiguous or 
unambiguous. It depends upon the fact whether in 
reference to the subject matter of the contract the word 
or expression has acquired a peculiar meaning.” 

This principle has received even a still further extension. 
Not only is evidence of usage admitted to prove that an 
ordinary word has in a particular contract an unusual 
meaning, but such evidence is also admitted to annex 
terms and incidents to written contracts, although there 
may be no ambiguity at all upon the face of the document. 
“ Evidence of usage is admissible to annex incidents to 
written contracts in matters with respect to which they 
aresilent . . . and this is done upon the principle 
of presumption that in such transactions the parties did 
not mean to express in writing the whole of the contract 
by which they intended to be bound, but to contract with 
reference to those known usages” (Hutton v. Warren 
1M. & W. 466). There are many reported cases which 
illustrate this rule. Where a tenant holds under a 
written lease which contains no stipulations as to the 
manner in which he shall leave the land upon the expira- 
tion of his term, he may give evidence of a usage in that 
part of the country that tenants should have the way-going 
crop after the expiration of their leases ( Wigglesnorth v. 
Dailison, Doug. 201, and Smith’s Lead. Cas, 4th ed. 453). 
Where a written contract was made for the employment 
of a clerk for one year, it was held that evidence was ad- 
missible to show a usage in the trade in which he and 
his employer were engaged to dismiss with three months’ 
notice (Metzner v. Bolton, 2 W. R. 302, 9 Ex. 518). 
Many other examples might be cited from amongst the 
reported cases. 

The evidence which is thus admitted in the instances 
we have noticed is that of “usage.” It is usage alone 
that decides upon the meaning of language, and it is 
therefore only by evidence of usage that a writing ina 
foreign language can be construed, and the same observa- 
tion applies where a writing is in short-hand or in other 
unusal symbols, as also to cases where single words or 
phrases are employed in an unusual sense. In these 
cases evidence of usage is admitted as we before noticed, 
to translate the writing, and so to enable the Court to 
declare its meaning, 





Evidence of usage, however, is never admitted to con- 
tradict directly what the parties have written. If it 
can once be ascertained that the terms of a contract are 
opposed to a usage so that the one necessarily contra- 
dicts the other, the usage is never admitted to alter or 
in any way to affect the contract. Usage may 
modify, or supplement, but is not allowed to contradict 
a written contract, 

“In acertain sense every material incident which is 
added to a written contract varies it, makes it different 
from{what it appeared to be, and so far is inconsistent with 
it. If by the side of the written contract without you 
write the same contract with the added incident, the 
two would seem to import different obligations and to 
be different contracts, To take a familiar instance by 
way of illustration, on the face of a bill of exchange at 
three months after date the acceptor would be taken to 
bind himself to the judgment precisely at the end of 
the three months ; but by the custom he is only bound 
to do so at the end of the days of grace, which vary, ac- 
cording to the country in which the bill is made pay- 
able, from three up to fifteen. The truth is that the 
principle upon which the evidence is admissible is that 
the parties have not set down on paper the whole of their 
contract in all its terms, but those only which were ne- 
cessary to be determined in the particular case by speci- 
fic agreement, and which of course might vary infinitely, 
leaving to implication and tacit undertanding all those 
general and unvarying incidents which a uniform usage 
would annex, and according to which they must in reason 
be understood to contract unless they expressly exclude 
them. To fall within the exception, therefore, of re- 
pugnancy the incident must be such as, if expressed in 
the written contract, would make it insensible or in- 
consistent”? (Humphrey v. Dale, 5 W. R. 466, 7 E. & B, 
266, 274). 

It may also be observed that there seems to be no dis- 
tinction between simple contracts and those under seal, so 
far as the admission of evidence of usage is concerned, and 
all that we have said of written contracts applies to con- 
tracts not put into writing. In cases of verbal agreements, 
however, these questions can rarely arise, as the jury have 
to ascertain what is the contract from the words of the 
parties and all the surrounding circumstances. 

If usage is long-continued and invariable, it may at 
last become law, even although not what is technically 
called immemorial; as, for instance, bills of exchange 
originally were nothing but written orders to pay, ac- 
cepted and indorsed, &c., but were not assignable at law. 
In course of time the law recognised the negotiability of 
these instruments, the usage respecting them having 
been invariable for a very long period of time. In the 
same manner, on an ordinary contract of marine insur- 
ance upon a vessel for a given voyage, the law now 
implies a condition precedent (or warranty, as it is 
generally but inaccurately termed) that the vessel shall 
be seaworthy at the commencement of the voyage. 
When a usage is thus recognised by the law, it requires 
no evidence to prove its existence, but the courts take 
judicial notice of it. In such cases as these the usage 
thus recognised and incorporated into the law, although 
not immemorial, seems always to have been general to 
the whole country, and not limited to any particular 
locality. 

The “usage” of which we speak is frequently deno- 
minated “custom.” It is, however, convenient to dis- 
tinguish between the use of these two words, The word 
“custom ” is often used in a loose and inaccurate manner. 
The most accurate meaning of “ custom ” (in legal phrase- 
logy) is “ local law”—i.e., a custom is a law of some par- 
ticular place differing from the law of the rest of the land. 
For instance, the custom of gavelkind is the local law 
of Kent; the custom of borough English is the local 
law of some manors; the custom of foreign attachment 
is the local law of the Cityof London. So also a custom 
for the inhabitants of a particular place to go on a par- 
ticular piece of land on certain times and occasions, or 
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to use certain ways over the land of a private individual, 
&c. All persons who come within the sphere of the 
operation of such customs are bound by them, without 
any reference to their knowledge or ignorance that such 
customs existed. Customs are as binding within their 
locality as the law is over the whole country. Customs 
also require certain requisites to establish their validity, 
the most important of which are—first, they must be 
immemorial ; secondly, they must be reasonable, 

The usage of which we are now speaking is—as dis- 
tinguished from custom—merely a peculiar kind of 
evidence of a contract. The ordinary evidence of a 
contract is either the writing, the words, or the acts of 
the parties. In some cases, instances of which we have 
already given, usage is evidence to supplement the 
writing, words, or acts of two parties to a contract. 
It has been said that to establish a usage “ there 
needs not either the antiquity, the uniformity, or 
the notoriety of custom which in respect of all these be- 
come a local law. The usage may still be in course of 
growth; it may require evidence for its support in each 
case; but in the result it is enough if it appear to be so 
well known and acquiesced in that it may be reasonably 
presumed to have been an ingredient tacitly imported by 
the parties into their contract.” (Juggomohun Ghose v. 
Manickchund, 7 Moo, Ind. App. 263,282). This sort 
of usage is, as we have said, often called custom, but 
the use of the same word to denote two entirely dif- 
ferent meanings is inconvenient, and is very likely to 
lead to a confusion of ideas, and it would be, better, 
therefore, always to distinguish between custom and 
usage strictly so called,in the manner we have pointed 
out. : 

In the instances we have given of the effect of usage 
to modify or supplement a written contract no question 
arose as to whether or not the parties to the contract, or 
one of them, were in fact ignorant of the usage. Where 
both parties are well acquainted with any particular usage 
there is not much difficulty in deciding -to what extent 
evidence of it is admissible to affect their written con- 
tract. When, however, one of the parties is in fact 
ignorant of the usage a very difficult question arises, Is 
he or can he be bound by the terms of that usage ? 

The cases which have been decided upon this branch 
of the law are not very numerous, but there is, unfor- 
tunately, at the present time, a conflict of authority upon 
the point. Before examining the decisions in detail it 
will be as well to consider for a moment what is the 
principle which ought to guide us in the considera- 
tion of the law on this question It is obvious that 
evidence of usage is admitted solely on the ground 
thatit is so well known to both parties that they intended 
to be bound by it, but dd not think it necessary to insert 
any provision to that effect in their contract, This rea- 
soning, therefore, can never apply when one of the par- 
ties is ignorant of the very existence of the usage. A 
person, however, may put himself in such a position that 
he will not be allowed to assert his own ignorance of a 
fact. A person, therefore, may in certain cases be pre- 
sumed to know of the existence of a usage, and may be 
bound thereby as much as if he had actually known it, 
because he will not be allowed to disprove the presump- 
tion.” The rule is thus stated in a late case—‘ The law- 
ful usages of a market are as much part of a contract 
entered into there which does not expressly exclude them 
as if they were set down at large. The binding force of 
such usages does not depend so much upon the knowledge 
of the parties as upon implied acquiescence; for whoso 
goes to Rome must do as those at Rome do ” (Lloyd v. 
Guibert, L. R. 1 Q. B. 115). 

In our next article upon this subject we shall examine 
some of the more important decisions on this point. 


(Zo be continued.) 





The further consideration of the of Mr. Sidne Cc, 
has been adjourned till the 1thof May, nos 





THE LAW OF EXPATRIATION, 
No. II. 


The general principle to guide us in deciding as to the 
conditions under which expatriation shall be permitted 
is, of course, that protection and subjection are reciprocal; 
that the burdens and privileges of citizenship must go 
together. A man owes no duty to his country except in 
so far as he receives a correlative advantage. But 
though this is undoubtedly the general principle, it does 
not quite exhaust the whole matter, for the healthy exist- 
ence of a nation sometimes requires that it shall main- 
tain rules not doing strict justice to individual subjects, 
or even to whole classes of its subjects. That nation is 
at once the most homogeneous and vigorous in which the 
fewest of these departures from abstract justice exist, 
And, indeed, it will frequently be found that these moral 
discrepancies in the municipal code of a nation are by 
no means so necessary as is supposed, but are rather the 
children of prejudice, arrogance, and ignorance, 

It becomes necessary, therefore, in a case like the pre- 
sent, whereitis proposed to qualify, by treaty or legislation, 
one of these irregularities, narrowly to examine what 
are the grounds of the existing law, and whether the 
true and ultimate interest of our country is concerned in 
maintaining it. In the first place, then, what is the in- 
equality? The plain case against the English law 
is this:—An emigrant from England is claimed by 
England as still subject to the burdens of citizenship 
long after England has become powerless to protect his 
interests, and when he can no longer enjoy a single poli- 
tical franchise to compensate him for the subjection thus 
fastened upon him. 

Let us enumerate the burdens and the privileges, 
and see whether their nature throws any light on 
the inequality we are discussing. The burdens are 
mainly these—A liability to serve in the army, and an 
incapacity to serve in any other; a liability to be taxed, 
either by way of a poll tax, a tax on property or on com- 
modities; a liability to serve certain offices; and a liability 
in person and property to the laws of the land. The 
privileges are correlative—A right to serve in the army; 
a right to share in legislation; a right to fill any office 
in the State not specifically assigned to certain individual 
families; a right to hold any species of property in the 
country; and a free and equal access to the courts of jus- 
tice. 

As to serving in the army, it seems to us that this 
species of service in no way differs from a money contri- 
bution to the expenses of a war, since the money value 
of a recruit can actually be named in such countries as 
England and America. Now, no one has ever gone the 
length of saying that a nation has noi a right to taz a 
foreigner resident within its territory, or to tax his pro- 
perty if he be absent, While a man chooses to reside in 
a country and to have property there, he is for the time 
part of that nation, and his property part of the property 
protected by that country, and he must contribute to the 
maintenance of its policy. This being so, it seems to us, 
at any rate between such kindred races as England and 
America, immaterial whether he contributes in money or 
personal service in support of the war policy of the country 
in which he is resident. And it is most illogical to say 
that you may tax him in any other way, but not by way 
of a war poll-tax, for a conscription with the option of 
paying for a substitute is neither more nor less than a 
virtual war poll-tax. 

Service in a foreign army, then, divested of its unreal 
attributes, is merely doing work for a foreign state. It 
should be permitted, therefore, with the most absolute 
freedom, saving ali just exceptions as regards real and 
substantial desertion—that is a matter of mere military 
discipline, and in no way affects the point we are dis- 
cussing. ' 

As to the sentiment of patriotism ;—we think the 
patriotism of Englishmen is but a poor and worthless 
affair if it requires restrictive laws which can only 
affect exceptional cases to keep it alive. If you want 
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to make men patriotic, give them privileges, do not im- 
pose burdens upon them. As to the tone of our army 
being lowered by the national adoption of such a senti- 
ment, it is enough to say that esprit de corps seems to 
depend very little on a lively hold of the doctrine of 
allegiance. The Irish are among the best soldiers in the 
army: are they patriotic, or the reverse ? Conduct in 
the field depends upon courage, ability, and that taste 
for war which seems inherent in particular races and 
persons, and is not solely or principally dependent upon 
a sense of duty kept alive by artificial means. We 
would then, to dismiss this branch of the question, 
permit any subject of one state to take arms with a 
foreign power, and we would hold the government of a 
country entitled, should a conscription be levied in that 
country, to enforce it against all those permanently or 
quasi-permanently resident* there, the proof of such per- 
manent residene consisting in the fact that the person had 
already resided a certain time immediately preceding the 
date of the levy. 

It will be at once apparent from the manner in which 
we have handled this first element in the character of a 
citizen, that we regard the subject from a point of view 
somewhat different from that used by most persons who 
entertain this discussion. The prevailing idea seems to 
be that a man must either be an alien or not an alien— 
that there is no intermediate halting-place. But if the 
matter be examined, it is seen that citizenship, like 
most other things, is made up of parts, and that some of 
these may inhere in a man, whilst others are wanting. 
Citizenship is not a mysterious entity residing some- 
where in a person, and incapable of all comparison or 
analysis: it is merely the aggregate of certain rights and 
duties. Now these rights and duties differ very materially 
in regard to the time when they may properly be ac- 
quired or incurred, or on the other hand lost or escaped. 
Those speakers who proceeded with such caution in the 
recent debate would seem to have imagined that some 
treaty was to be made, or law passed, in which certain 
classes were to be declared aliens or subjects co nomine, 
and the difficulties they anticipated were to arise from 
the complications and changes introduced unawares into 
the status of those persons who would be affected by the 
legislation. 

But nothing can be conceived simpler than to define 
in specific terms the classes to be affected by the legis- 
lation, and to state in precise language what rights and 
duties they shall lose or acquire by certain conduct. 
For those not actually named the luw remains as it 
stood, 

Bearing in mind, then, that the quality of citizen is 
composite, and that the elements need not be acquired 
or lost all at once, let us return to our analysis of the 
burdens and privileges, The liabilities which remain 
present no special difficulty, though the occasion of any 
treaty on expatriation shonld not be lost as an oppor- 
tunity for a revision of the extradition treaties, which 
are in a most unsatisfactory state. 

There are the gravest reasons for considering political 
offences as not the proper subjects for @ priori inter- 
national agreement. It was very properly observed by 
Lord Stanley and others, in the course of the debate, 
that the rule as to allowing a foreigner a mixed jury 
was a municipal rule, and it was within the province of 
this country to alter that rule at any moment. The 
same remark might have been made as to offences com- 
mitted abroad against this Government by aliens. It is 
quite a fit subject for our Legislature to say that such 
offences shall be punished; the only difficulty is to catch 
the criminal. If a foreigner sees fit, while acting in a 
private capacity in his own country, to evilly entreat the 
Government of this, he has only himself to blame if he 
subsequently comes here and places himself within the 
fangs of our law. These remaining. liabilities may, 
therefore, be dismissed with the single observation that 
their regulation falls entirely within ‘the domain of the 
municipal law of any country—the subject of them or 





his property, of course, being supposed for the time 
within the dominions of the country. 

The privileges which we have enumerated above pre- 
sent greater difficulty. The right to serve in the army 
we have virtually already considered, and the last right, 
that of free and equal access to the courts of justice, re- 
quires no comment, for in both England and America it 
is already accorded to all. There remain the rights of 
legislation, of holding offices, and of holding property. 

None of these matters require any international 
agreement, but they may be treated in that way for 
the obvious convenience of being disposed of in a uni- 
form manner by both countries. Some considerable period 
of residence should be required before a man was en- 
titled to sitin either House, to ensure the probability that 
no one was admitted to legislate for the country who had 
not completely cast in his lot with its fortunes; and 
anyone desiring to change his nationality a secone time 
—i.e., to return to his native land after having renounced 
his allegiance—might very fairly be refused this parti- 
cular privilege as not being a person in whose devotion 
the country could place sufficient reliance to entrust him 
with the discharge of so critical a function as that of 
direct legislation. A much shorter time might be re- 
quired to qualify for the right to vote at clections of 
members of the Lower House, and this right might 
always be regainable, even after a previous renunciation 
of allegiance. As to qualification for offices, this would 
depend upon the nature of the office. 

The subject of thetenureand inheritance of property,and 
more particularly of real estate, requires greater develop- 
ment atour handsthan either of the lasttwo topics. A good 
deal of uncalled-for diffidence seems to us to have been 
felt and expressed in relation to this point. In the first 
place, why should not an alien hold land in this country? 
And if there is an insuperable objection to his being a 
freeholder, why may he not, on coming into real estate 
by testament or descent, dispose of it to a subject and 
appropriate the proceeds ? 

Why should not an alien hold land in this country? 
In the first place, according to Sir Roundell Palmer he 
may, for in his view, by the Acts of Geo. 2 and Geo. 3, 
referred to in the debate, persons not subject to the 
burdens of citizenship may hold land here. But, even 
if this be not so, what insuperable obstacle exists to its 
being made the case? The old reason was doubtless 
thoroughly feudal; the original rights and privileges of 
citizenship could not be severed from the tenure of land. 
This reason has simply no meaning now. The modern 
reason, as given by tho Saturday Review, is a social one. 
It is “contrary to English notions ” that aliens should hold 
land in England. It is impossible to meet a case which is 
only hinted at, and not even sketched in outline. It 
may be, as the Saturday Review says, “Contrary to ordinary 
English notions,” but the very point to be settled is 
whether these English notions should not now re- 
ceive a change. An equally general and vague fear 
exists in some minds that if aliens once held land we 
might have growing up among us a complete brood of 
traitors. A peculiar class of treasons it would seem are 
the natural fruit of the possession of real, as distin- 
guished from the ownership of chattel property. Surely 
all this is very unnecessary and fanciful. 

It is beyond argument that aliens could never own 
any considerable portion of the English soil. They could 
never defeat us in the open field by numbers, and against 
bad faith we should have the very best of all guarantees 
—a material one. They, in very truth, of all men 
pledge themselves to good conduct by the dread they 
must entertain, if they are sane, of the confiscation of 
their English lands. 

But if the safety of the British constitution is really 
involved in excluding an alien from holding real estate, 
why should he not inherit by will or descent, subject to 
the necessity of selling the property or changing his 


nationality within a reasonable time ? 


The law now permits a man to sell his realty and 


See 


Peat AR 


see ead 


SSE AEE 


eS ae ees 


he eS aA 


oe au 


ae Re 














518 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. April 25, 1868, 








direet the proceeds into foreign channels. What the law } 


permits a man to do with his property inter vivos, it may 
permit him to do by will, unless some good cause 
can be shown to the contrary. The mortmain laws 
constitute, indeed, an exception to this general 
permission, but there is no analogy between the 
rationale in that case and that in the present. Why, 
then, is a man not to be permitted to do by will what 
he might do at any time before death? The same 
considerations apply to the case of a descent of real 
estate on an intestacy as to the case of a devise. The 
whole matter resolves itself into this—lIs the proprietor 
of land less likely to do his duty as such proprietor if the 
land is sold on the death of an owner than if the land 
is suffered to descend to a distant relative or forfeited to 
the Crown? But if an alien must not hold land, then 
let him have the money value of such land as he would 
have held but for the restrictive law. And, till the laws 
of real property are altered, let the realty suffer a construc- 
tive conversion from the instant at which the alien’s 
right accrues. 





RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
Status oF ScRIP-HOLDER. 
Re Littlehampton, $c., Steamship Company (Ormerod's 
Case), M. R., 16 W.R. 240. 

At the present day “ scrip” is by no means so common 
a commodity as it was many years ago. It is not, 
moreover, as we now find it, necessarily the same thing 
which went by that name in the early days of railway 
enterprise. Scrip, or “script,” as the phrase then was, 
originally meant the certificates issued to persons who 
had signed the subscription contract of an as yet unin- 
corporated company. In the case of companies intended 
to be incorporated by special Act, it was, of course, ne- 
to raise a subscription before the bill could be 
entertained by the House, and the subscribers gave them- 
selves and each other these certificates of having signed 
the subscribers’ agreement. The certificate generally 
described the subscriber as the holder of a share in the 
undertaking; but this description was incorrect, for until 
the company was incorporated there could be no shares. 
In Jackson v. Cocker, 4 Beav. 59, Lord Langdale held 
that a transferee of scrip could not, after the Act had 
been obtained, be compelled by his vendor to take a 
transfer of the corresponding shares, or give him an in- 
demnity. At the present day we sometimes find the 
articles of ascociation of a joint-stock company incor- 
porated under the Cympanies Act, providing for the 
issue of “scrip” certificates after incorporation. It is 
plain, therefore, that this modern joint-stock scrip is not 
the same thing as the scrip which originally became 
known as such; and it appears to us that great caution 
is requisite in applying the decisions in old scrip cases to 

cases arising in modern joint-stock companies, 

The precise liabilities and rights of a holder of scrip 
issued by an incorporated joint-stock company is a rather 
intricate question. Fortunately, the issue of such scrip 
is not very common. The principal question of course 
is, whether or no a scrip-holder is a “ contributory,” 
within the meaning of section 74 of the Companies Act, 
1862, and hereit is, of course, important to inquire whether 
the holder be an original allottee or merely a transferee. 
There is not any direct decision as to transferees, but as 
to the liabilities of scrip-holders, if an allottee holding 
scrip be not liable as a contributory, a fortiori trans- 
feree is not. As tothe rights of scrip-holders there may be 
less difference between allottee and transferee. Thequestion 
was first raised apropos of the right, as a contributory, 
to petition for a winding-up, and secondly, in reference 
to the liability, as a contributory, to contribute under a 
winding-up. The company was the same in each case. 
The articles of association of the Littlehampton, &c., 


relating to application and allotment, provided that the 
directors might if they pleased, instead of placing the 
applicanton the register, issuescrip certificates, transferable 
by delivery, the holder’s name not to be placed on the 
register until the shares had been paid up. The holders 
of these scrip certificates were entitled to receive divi- 
dends, and liable to forfeitures on non-payment of calls, 
The Master of the Rolls allowed a holder of this scrip 
(he was the original allottee) to obtain a winding-up 
order on admitting himself to be a contributory. The 
case was appealed to the Lords Justices. Lord Justice 
Turner held that the title of the scrip allottee was too 
incomplete to give him an absolute right t0 a winding-up 
order, but agreed with the Master of the Rolls that, on 
admitting himself a contributory, he might have the 
order. Lord Justice Knight Bruce, on the other hand, 
thought that so long as he remained a mere scrip holder 
he was notin any wise entitled to a winding-up. The 
decision of the Master of the Rolls was, therefore, of 
course affirmed ; and therefore, so far as regards the 
rights of contributoryship, we have an authoritative de- 
cision of the Court of Appeal in Chancery, ruling that 
an allottee of scrip is not entitled as such to a winding- 
-up, coupled with a decision of less weight, though 
binding upon the inferior courts, that he may have one 
if he will admit himself a contributory. 
As regards the liabilities of an allottee of scrip, the 
Master of the Rolls has decided in the present case that 
he is not a “ contributory,” and cannot as such be placed 
on the register and made to contribute under a winding - 
up. 
Thus we have the Master of the Rolls first holding 
that the allottee may have a certain right, on condition 
of admitting himself to be what the Master of the Rolls 
afterwards says that he is not; this, however, is hardly 
a fair statement of the case, for “ contributory,” as used 
in section 74 of the Act, isanambiguous word. It would 
be convenient to have this ;point reviewed by the Court 
of Appeal, but it would, in our opinion, be still more con- 
venient if the next Companies Act wouldabolish “ scrip” 
in toto. At present, it must, where it exists, be a fruit- 
ful source of legal doubt, and in addition to that incon- 
venience, if the Master of the Rolls be correct in his present 
decision, no one will be liable on the portion of capital 
represented by the “scrip” shares. Suppose that ina 
company like the above, half the’shares for which appli- 
cation had been made are in this state of “scrip,” 
and they may very well be so—then the company will be 
held out tothe world as having such and such capital sub- 
scribed for, creditors will trust it on that guarantee, and 
if the company be wound up, one half of their security 
will be utterly gone. 





ANNUITY—TENANCY IN COMMON. 
Bryan v. Twigg, L. J. R., 16 W. R. 298. 

Decisions upon the interpretation of particular ex- 
pressions in testamentary instruments are noticeable only 
where a general principle of construction is laid down, 
or where the doubtful words, or some phrase tantamount to 
them, are so popular as to recur frequently in practice. The 
present case adds another to the list in which the often 
debated words “or” and “and” have figured. The gift 
was one of an annuity to the children of B., “equally 
share and share alike for and during the term of their 
joint natural lives or the life of the survivor or longer 
liver of them.” Were these annuitants joint tenants or 
tenants in common ?—for, some having died, the ques- 
tion arose whether their representatives were entitled or 
not to share the annuity with the survivors. 

The rule is, of course, clear that such words as 
“equally,” “share and share alike,” &c., importing equal 
division, take a bequest out of the main rule that a gift 
to several creates a joint tenancy. If the words “for 
and during their joint lives or the life of the survivor,” 
&c., had been left out, the care would, therefore, have 





Steamship Company, in addition to the usual provisions 
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these latter words had run “for, &e., and the life of the 
survivor,” Jones v. Randall (1 J. & W. 100) would 
have been exactly on all-fours. In that case Sir Thomas 
Plumer decided in favour of a tenancy in common. Vice- 
Chancellor Kindersley, in a case bearing the same title 
as the present, and arising out of the same will, and 
similar to the present, only that the words “share and 
share alike” were wanting, decided on reading “ and” 
for “ or,” thus referring the survivorship phrase to the 
mere duration of the gift, and leaving the antecedent 
words of distribution to fix the nature of the interest as 
one of tenancy in common (Vide Bryan v. Twigg, 15 
W. R. 37). In the present case Vice-Chancellor Malins 
adopted that construction, and was upheld in doing so 
by Lord Justice Rolt. 

These bequests to a class, of annuities continuable till 
the death of the longest liver of the class, are common 
enough to render the present case worthy of a passing 
note for the benefit of both conveyancers and general 
practitioners, 
ay for reference—Jarm. ii, 100 ; Hawkins on Wills’ 





COMMON LAW. 
BANKRUPTCY—VALUATION OF CoNTINGENT CLAIMS, 
Mudge v. Rowan, Ex., 16 W.R. 403. 

During the whole period that the law of bankruptcy 
has existed in England, from the first Act in the reign 
of Henry VIII. until the statute of 1861, there has been 
a steady extension of the scope and operation of the 
successive statutes which have governed this branch of law. 
This growth is apparent both from the nature of the 
protection afforded to the bankrupt or insolvent by the 
modern as compared with the ancient statutes as well as 
from the steady extension of the scope of the later 
Acts, which now embrace many kinds of liabilities 
against which the old statutes gave no relief. Originally, 
only debts actually due and payable at the time of the 
bankruptcy could be proved, and consequently a dis- 
charge under a bankruptcy was no relief against any 
other kind of debt. Now, however, debts payable in 
futuro may be proved, as for instance, the amount of 
a bill of exchange, which at the date of the bankruptcy 
has some further time to run, and also in many cases 
even liabilities which are contingent, and may never 
actually result in debts, 

The provisions as to such contingent liabilities are 
contained in the ).77thfand 178th sections of the Bank- 
ruptey Act, 1849, and the 154th section of the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1861. These sections have given rise to 
many decisions, and even now it is sometimes difficult to 
decide whether a particular contingent liability does or 
does not come within their provisions. In Mudge v. Rowan 
this question arose. An action was brought by trustees 
to recover arrears of an annuity due under a separation 
deed, which. contained a provision that if the husband and 
wife came together again the annuity was to cease. The 
defendant pleaded bankruptcy. The plaintiffs argued 
that they could not have proved for the amount of the 
defendant’s contingent liabitity under this deed, it being 
of a nature which could not be valued, inasmuch as it 
was not possible to calculate the chance of the hus- 
band and wife resuming cohabitation. If this contention 
were correct, of course the plea would be bad, as a dis 
charge under a bankruptcy only frees a bankrupt from 
such claims as might have been proved under the bank- 
ruptcy. ; 

The Court decided that such a liability as this could 
not be valued, therefore did not come within the sections 
of the Bankruptcy Acts relating to contingent liabilities. 
Channell, B., said “The policy of the bankrupt laws 
has no doubt been todischarge the debtor from all debts 
which he has honestly incurred. But the Acts are not 
wide enough to include this case. The condition of de- 
feasance cannot be ignored, and the difficulty of setting 
any value upon the contract is here insuperable, There 





is always a legal presumption that the husband and wife 
will return to cohabitation.’ The plea of bankruptcy 
was therefore held to be no defence to the action. 





Companies Act, 1862.—SeTTLine List oF CONTRIBU- 
TORIES, 
The Brighton Arcade Company (Limited) v. Dowling, 
C. P., 16 W. R., 427. 

We noticed this case before (ante 401) when the Court 
decided that a set-off might be pleaded in an action for 
calls by a liquidator of a limited company being volun- 
tarily wound up. The case came a second time before 
the Court upon a point reserved at the trial. The plain- 
tiffs, who were suing for calls due from the defendant 
as a contributory, upon certain shares, established their 
case at the trial, subject only to the question whether 
it was necessary that the defendant should have had 
notice before his name was placed upon the list of con- 
tributories. The defendant had in fact received no 
such notice, and he contended that such notice was a 
condition precedent to the plaintiffs’ right of action. 
The Court decided that notice was not a condition pre- 
cedent to the right of action. The Companies Act, 1862, 
contained no provision to this effect, and there was 
nothing in the statute from which such a construction 
could be implied. Judgment was therefore given for the 
plaintiffs, 








REVIEW. 


The Principles and Practice of the Law of Evidence, By 
Epwarp PowEtt, M.A., of the Inner Temple, Barrister- 
at-Law. Third Edition. By Joun CuTier, B.A., of 
Lincoln’s Inn, Barrister-at-Law, Professor of English Law 
and Jurisprudence, and Professor of Indian Jurisprudence 
at King’s College, London, and EpmMuND FULLER 
GrirFin, B.A., of Lincoln’s Inn, Barrister-at-Law. 
London: Butterworths. 1868. 


This is a new edition of a work which we fancy has scarcely 
been as well known as it deserves. It has not, of course, 
the pretensions to completeness of Mr. Pitt Taylor’s book, 
nor, sibly, has it so much merit, as an original and 
scientific treatise, as Mr. Best’s. At the same time, it is 
probably more useful than either for ready reference in court 
on ordinary points. For this purpose Mr. Best’s book is of 
little practieal utility, while the two large volumes of Mr. 
Taylor's work are so cumbrous that probably few practi- 
tioners would be likely to take them out of their chambers. 
The present volume is of a handy size, is moderately cheap, 
and its contents are remarkably well arranged, so that any- 
thing it contains can very rapidly be found. The number 
of cases to which it refers is considerable, and the effect of 
the decisions seems accurately and concisely given. We 
think this will be enough to make the work useful to prac- 
titioners on circuit, at quarter sessions, and ially in 
county courts, where access to a library is not usually to be 
had, and it is inconvenient or impessible to take many or 
— books. To students and young barristers, also, the 
book will be useful, not only for reading at home, as more 
practical than Best, and less detailed than Taylor, but also 
to take with them into court. A good knowledge of the 
law of evidence is, perhaps, more necessary to an 
advocate, and more difficult to acquire otherwise than 
by peat than a knowledge of any other branch, and 
we know of no better method of acquiring it, than by 
attending the courts and seeking by reference to 
some book to understand and acquire information on all 
the points that will arise. In this way a more 'prac- 
tical knowledge is likely to be acquired than by simple read- 
ing, and of course a Lae and well-arranged book is re- 
quired for the purpose. 

The present edition contains, in addition to the 
English law of evidence, a notice of the provisions 
of the Indian Code on the subject. It also contains 
a chapter on evidence in chancery which pay will be 
more useful to students and to common law practitioners 
than to chancery barristers. There is also an appendix con- 
taining a few of the most important statutes on evidence, 
from which, however, we notice that Mr. Denman’s Act (28 
& 29 Vict. c. 18) on criminal evidence is omitted. The Act 
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is of course mentioned in the body of the work, but in this 
instance, as in seme others we have noticed, the matter 
new to the nt edition is not very artistically worked in 
with the old. The editors seem to have preferred only 
to insert the new matter, when it would have been better to 
rewrite short portions. Thus, in the instance to which we 
are alluding, in the former edition the rules as to cross-exa- 
mination of a witness upon previous statements in writing 
or reduced into writing are given, first for civil cases by 
quoting the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, and 
hen for criminal cases by quoting from an old reported 
case the rules on the onbject laid down the judges. 
In the present edition, after the mention of the Common 
Law Procedure Act, the words are inserted “and under 
the Criminal Evidence Act, 1865, as to criminal courts.’ 
Everything then runs exactly as it did before, and a little 
lower down we come to the rules for criminal cases re- 
ferred to as being “in force,”’ just as in the former edition. 
Now, as these latter rules are considerably modified by the 
Act of 1865, this statement, if read by itself, is calculated to 
mislead, and it is scarcely a valid excuse for the editors that 
they have on the same afforded the means of correct- 
ing their own error. Again, we find a case which must be 
twenty years old referred to, as it probably was in the first 
edition, as a ‘‘ late case.” The references also have been 
in some cases altered in the present edition, and not always 
for the better. In the former edition references were in 
several cases given to more than one set of reports, and 
these have now been struck out, and only one given. In 
one instance an important case, Reg. v.’ The Inhabitants of 
Bedfordshire, was in the former edition quoted by reference 
to two set of reports. These references are now both struck 
out and replaced by the ambiguous reference E. & B. 535. 
Ellis and Blackburn’s reports may, for ought we know, 
be more reliable than the others, but as there are eight 
volumes of them, a reader who has to search till he finds 
the volume to be the fourth is scarcely benefited by the 
change. Seeing that some passages in the judgment of 
Lord Campbell in this case were quoted between inverted 
commas we took the trouble to search the reports in order 
to see from which of the three the words were taken. To 
our surprise we did not find the passage verbatim in any 
one. No doubt the effect is quite correctly given, but why 
use inverted commas if the quotation is not a verbatim 
one? Such little inaccuracies certainly detract from the 
value of a book, but it is quite possible to infer too much 
from them. Although we have fault to find with the editors 
for such matters as these, we have not, after. testing it on 
many points, to find any fault with their law, unless possi- 
bly with reference to the point of criminal practice to 
which we have called attention, and that scarcely amounts 
to an error in law. 





COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Statement or tHE ‘Numper or Causes, Petitions, &c. 
disposed of in Court in the week ending Thursday, 
April 23, 1868. 
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Lorp CHANCELLOR. 
April 24.—Re Bethell’s Patent Coke Company (Limited ). 
Ex parte Davies. 
Companies Act, 1862, section 124—Extension of time for 
appeal. 

Where there had been a bona fide intention to appeal, but the 
three weeks specified by section 124 of the Act were allowed to 
elapse, owing to the ignorance of the solicitor’s clerk that this 
enactment governed the case, and he having otherwise acted with 
diligence, the Court, in its discretion, extended the time. 

This was an application to give notice of motion for an 
appeal against an order of Wood, V.C., the three weeks 
specified by section 124 of the Companies Act, 1862, havirig 
— without notice having been given. 

e facts were as follows:—One Davies had a claim 





against the company, which he was prosecuting at com- 
mon law, when an order was made by the Vice- 
Chancellor to wind up the company. Davies then 
filed an affidavit of claim, and his claim being contested 
the official liquidator, the case was adjourned into 
onesh and the Vice-Chancellor, on Feb. 24, 1868, made an 
order. 

Davies, being dissatisfied with this order, instructed his 
solicitors in the country to appeal, and they, on March 3rd, 
wrote to their London agents, Messrs. Few & Co., requesting 
them to give notice of appeal accordingly. 

The Vice-Chancellor’s order not having yet been drawn 
up, a clerk of Messrs. Few & Co. made appointments for that 

se on March 6th and 7th with Mr. Southgate, the 
solicitor for the official liquidator, and ultimately, on March 
21st, the last day of the sittings after Hilary Term, the 
order was settled by the respective clerks of the solicitors 
on each side, and left to be . At each of these inter- 
views the clerk of Messrs. Few & Co. informed Mr. South- 
gate’s clerk that instructions for appeal had been received, 
pre that notice would be given on the completion of the 
order : 

The time for giving the notice of appeal expired on 
March 16th, but the clerk of Messrs. Few & Co., in ignorance, 
as he stated in his affidavit, that the case was governed by 
the provisions of the Companies Act, and supposing that the 
ordinary rule was apylicalde under which an appeal would 
be allowed if prosecuted with due psec not give 
his notice until April 6th, when he gave notice for the first 
seal day in Easter Term, and attending by appointment on 
April 9th, to set down the motion, was informed by the 
Registrar that the notice had been given too late. 

Amphlett, Q.C., now asked that the Court would, in exer- 
cise of the discretion entrusted to it by section 124 of the 
Act, allow notice of motion of appeal to be served, extend- 
ing for that pu the time specified in the section. He 
urged that there had been all along a dona fide intention to 
appeal, but there had been an unfortunate mistake, and 
further relied on the fact that, acting under this mistake, 
decided diligence had been shown. 

Osborne Morgan, for the official liquidator, would not 
sogeely oppose the motion, but could not consent. 

Lord Carns, L.C., said that under the circumstances he 
would extend the time and allow notice of motion to be 
served. The costs of the application to be paid by the 

appellants unless otherwise arranged. 

Solicitors, Few § Co.; Southgate. 





Vicr-CHancettor Mains. 
Duration af undertakings. 

April 23.—Glasse, Q.C., said it would be a great conveni- 
ence to the Bar if his Honour would state what practice he 
intended should be adopted with reference to motions in 
which undertakings were given. _ 

Mauris, V.C.—When an undertaking is givon, I mean it 
to continue until the motion is disposed of. 

Glasse, Q.C., said that expression of his Honour’s inten- 
tion would render altogether unnecessary applications for 
renewals of undertakings. 





COURT OF QUEEN’S’ BENCH. 
(Before the Lorp Cxter ane and Lusn and Haney, 


April 17.—Owen v. Jones. 
Connty Court Act, 1867.—“Fit for trial in the superior court.” 

In this case the action was for an illegal execution levied 
for nearly £20. On an application, however, at Judge’s 
Chambers, before Willes, J., the judge made an order to 
send the case for trial in the county court. 

Croome now moved for a rule to set aside this order, on 
the ground that, as the plaintiff must needs recover more 
than £10, the case must necessarily be “fit for trial in the 
superior court.’ In a similar case, he said, Mr. Baron 
Pigott declined to make such an order. 

The Court granted a rule nisi to set aside the order, as it 
was fit to be discussed. 


April 22.—In Banco, (Before Bovitt, C.J., and Byes, 
Kearine, and Surrn, JJ.) 
Thomas v. Jones and another. 
This was an action tried before Mr. Baron Pigott on the 
South Wales Circuit, in which the plaintiff had a verdict 
for £23 5s. 
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G. B. Hughes now moved to set aside the verdict, on the 
gpa that there was no evidence to go to the jury, and 
‘or misdirection. The action was brought against a firm of 
attorneys at Llanelly for not registering a composition deed 
under the Bankruptcy Act, 1861. Under the 192nd section 
it fA gy @ condition a4. the validity of the a a Er 
shall be registered within twenty-eight da e 
was intended to bind both pre de. and Tipdaliatiog 
creditors, but not being registered in due time it was in- 
effective. He contended that the law on the matter was so 
difficult and abstruse that it might well be conceived to be 
beyond the scope of an attorney’s knowledge, and the judge 
ought so to have directed the jury. 
ule refused. 





COUNTY COURTS. 
LAMBETH. 
(Before J. Prrr Tayxor, Esq., Judge.) 
April 21.—Anthony v. Blackman. 

Where an objection by defendant to jurisdiction of court, and 
deposit of sum claimed with probable costs of action in superior 
court, defendant not entitled to receive his deposit out of court 
on ground of delay in bringing and diligently prosecuting such 
action. 

This case was set down for hearing in this court, on the 
12th November, 1867. It was an action for damages sus- 
tained by the plaintiff through the defendant having, with 
the assistance of his men, forcibly removed a piano from the 
house of plaintiff, whose son then living with him had it on 
“hire ut purchase terms” from the defendant. This was 
a second actionarising outof thesametransactions. The first 
action was brought by the son in detinue for the return or 
payment of the value of the piano so forcibly removed. 
On that occasion the Court found that the son had paid all 
the instalments due according to the agreement, and that, 
therefore, the piano had been illegally seized and must be 
returned, or that the price, twenty-seven guineas, should be 
paid by the defendant with full costs. The piano had been 
returned, and the costs paid, and the father then brought 
this action for £20. Four days before the return day of 
the summons, the defendant entered an objection to the 
jurisdiction of the Court, under 19 & 20 Vict. c. 108, s. 39. 

e registrar fixed the probable costs of an action in the 
superior court at £60, and the defendant paid £80 into 
court in preference to giving a bond for that amount, and 
the action was thereupon stayed. 

Mr. Norval applied to-day, on behalf of the defendant, to 
have the £80 paid out of court. He said his client was 
anxious to have the case tried, but the plaintiff appeared to 
be delaying the case for the p of annoying the defen- 
dant by keeping his money locked up. At present there 
moneys to be no prospect of the cause being heard before 


. Prrr Taytor asked if a writ had been issued. 
_ Mr. Norval said it was not easy to answer that question 
ina word. The action brought in this court was by “ Ben- 
jamin Barcham Anthony the elder”’ for £20; that action had 
m stayed and on the 31st of December last a writ had been 
issued out of a superior court by “Benjamin Barcham Anthony 
and wife.” Now as father and son were of the same name and 
they had each a wife, it was impossible to say on whose be- 
half the writ had been issued ; moreover the claim was now 
for £300 instead of the original claim of £20. He (Mr. Nor- 
val) thought the Court might do one of two things, either 
pay the money out of court absolutely or conditionally on 
defendant giving a bond for the amount. In replevina 
sour who either gave a bond or deposited money was 
ound to bring his action within a very brief period, and to 
prosecute it with diligence and effect. That was a somewhat 
lel case which might guide the Court in the absence of 
any definite rule applicable to this case. The delay was what 

his client complained of. 

Mr. Prrr Taytor said he did not see how he could inter- 
fere. The changes in the plaintiff's description were such 
as he would be entitled to make, the defendant not being 
misled thereby; and as to the £300, that was a flourish of 
the draughtsman’s pen to make the thing look big. They 
did those odd things in the superior courts. With 
to > giving a bond now, in exchange for the money, defendant 
had both courses open to him when he stayed the action. 
He elected to deposit money, and he must abide by that. As 
to replevin, the section 72 of the Act applied to the specific 
case of replevin, and could not be tortured into applying 





to this casein any way whatever. The delay complained 
of could be obviated by the defendant himself. He could 
either force on the trial or compel the plaintiff to abandon. 
The application must be refused. 
Riron. 
(Before E. R. Turner, Esq., Judge.) 
April 18.—Lofthouse v. Thompson. 
No bargain. 

This was an action brought by the plaintiff to recover 
the sum of £1 2s, 6d. for the use of his entire horse in cover- 
ing defendants’ mare. The defence was that he had 
agreed to take the same as he charged defendant's neigh- 
bours, which was 15s. Plaintiff denied that he had taken 
that sum; the lowest he had taken was 17s. 6d., but in this 
case there was no bargain. 

Mr. Turner ruled that as there was no bargain the ver- 
dict rage be for the lowest sum named, and gave a verdict 
for 17s. 6d. 





CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT. 

(Before the Lorp Cuter Jvusticz and Bramwett, B.) 

April 23.—This was the fourth day of the trial of the 
prisoners charged with murder in connexion with the explo- 
sion at the Clerkenwell House of Detention. 

In the course of the day’s proceedings, J. B. Govt eo 
appeared for the prisoner Barrett, proposed to upon the 
Tietaee-Gen to call Thomas Francis Young as a wit- 
ness, his name being on the back of the indictment. 

The Lorp Curr Justice said the rule was now well 
established that the prosecution was not bound to call a wit- 
ness, although his name might be on the back of the indict- 
ment. ‘The prosecution was bound to have the witness in 
atetndance ; but if the counsel distrusted either the know- 
ledge or the truthfulness of the witness, they were not bound 
to put him in the box. 

RAMWELL, B., said he was glad to hear his Lordship lay 
down this rule, beeause he had, from a very strong convic- 
tion, ruled to the same effect. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said he did not propose to call 
Young. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Lanptorp AND TENant. 

Sir,—Will you or any of your readers kindly inform a 
landlord what are his rights under the following state of 
facts: — 

A., owner in fee of a farm, lct it to B. from year to year 
under a parol agreement (and strictly so, for no writing was 
used), B. held the premises for a { many years, and was 
still tenant on the death of A., his landlord. At A.’s death 
the property descended to C., under whom B. for some time 
held the same. 

At length, however, B. gave C. the usual and proper 
notice to quit, and at the expiration thereof duly quitted 
possession, and sent C. the key of the farmhouse. C. there- 
upon presuming that every thing was right, and that B. 
had taken care to arrange with his under-tenants e any) 
and so forth, granted a lease of the same premises to D., who 
entered and enjoyed the same, until one day, when in the act 
of removing some soil or in some way disturbing the surface 
ofalane or passage adjoining the farm land, and which 
lane was part of the premises demised to D., and so long held 
before him by B. under the parol agreement with A. (and 
of which no one else had the right of user even), he was 
suddenly accosted by E., an interloper, who asked him (D) 
what he was about, and if he knew that the lane had been 
let to him (E.) for a year by the former tenant B., and which 
term had not expired, and threatened to proceed against him 
if he continued what he was about. In thisstrait D. applied 
to his landlord C., and claimed his rights under his lease. C., 
extremely surprised to hear of what had passed, having never 
heard of any under-tenant, and no notice thereof having 
been given him by B., his former tenant, when he quitted 
possession, immediately communicated with B., who on being 
reminded remembered and admitted the circumstance of his 
having let the lane to E., but said he had utterly forgotten 


it. 

Under these cireumstances what is the owner C. to do? 
Can he eject E. and treat him as a trespasser and thus give to 
his lessee D. quict enjoyment under his lease as he is bound 


eases 
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to do (leaving E. to obtain compensation from B)? Or was 
he bound on receiving possession not to trust to B’s. repre- 
sentation, but to have inspected the premises, and satisfied 
himself all was right ; and assuming this to be so does his 
conduct on that occassion amount to a waiver of his right to 
absolute possession and an implied recognition of E’s ten- 
ancy ? 


April 7. ARTICLED CLERK. 





Bar Eriquerte. 

Sir,—The following point of practice as affected by the 
etiquette of the Bar has lately occurred in my experience, ae 
which, as I have had different opinions expressed, I should be 
glad to have the benefit ofthe further advantage of stating the 
matter in your columns, and asking your opinion thereon. 

At a certain assize town on the recent spring circuits I was 
concerned as attorney for the defefdant tn a cause to be there 
tried. The attorney for the plaintiff had informed me that 
he should if possible enter the cause the last on the list, as he 
should not for certain reasons be ready for trial by the first 
day. I had some time before retained a leading 
Q.C., on the circuit for the defence, and on the 
commission day of the assizes I delivered my brief to my 
junior counsel to read up in time, intending to deliver my 

eader’s brief next day, when I should be at the assize 
town, and appoint consultation, &c. Living ata distance 
from the assize town, I sent my managing clerk to the 
assize town on commission day to watch the causelist, which 
he did, and, although the plaintiff’s attorncy entered the 
cause last as intimated, yet the list itself was so short that 
my clerk telegraphed to me in the morning to come down 
at once on the first day. I therefore sent off another clerk 
with the leader's brief by the next train, and I followed 
with the witnesses by the second train. However, some 
quarter-of-un-hour before my second clerk, bearing the 
Q.C.’s brief, reached court, the list had proved so rotten that 
the cause in question was called on. Both my counsel were 
in court at the timc, the junior having his brief in his 
hands, but the leader not—only retained, his brief being not 
then actually delivered. As no one appeared for the plain- 
tiff when he was called, I contend the defendant was en- 
titled to ask for him to be formally “called” and a nonsuit 
recorded, but my junior said it was not bar etiquette for 
him to do so, knowing as he did from the endorsement on 
his brief that a leader was retained with him, whose place 
it was to do sa, and the leader said as he was not instructed 
he could not do so, and so the result was that instead of a 
nonsuit being recorded, to my client’s advantage, the cause 
was “struck out,” to his great disadvantage. 
* The question is whether under the circumstances the 
junior counsel was not fully entitled to, and ought not to, 
ave so far “conducted.” the cause, notwithstanding the 
silence of his leader, as to have asked the Court to have th. 
plaintiff “ called’’ and nonsuited ? M. 

April 18. 

[Upon the circuit, at any rate, to which “M.” alludes 
it would undoubtedly have been a breach of the bar 
etiquette for the junior to have thus “ conducted ”’ the case. 
Whether the etiquette sin this respect reasonable, is another 
matter. 

We must presume that “M.” had a good reason for not 
delivering his leader's brief carlier; but if he had done so 
this coutretemps would have been avoided. Possibly, how- 
ever, the cause list having been so unexpectedly accelerated, 
the judge would have been unwilling to do more as against 
the plaintiff, than order the cause to be struck out.—Ep. S8.J.] 


Srr,—Will one of your subscribers oblige me with an an- 
swer to the following question ? 

A., by deed post-nuptial, settles upon his then wife and his 
children a sum of cash, or'freehold or leasehold property, as 
the case may be, to provide for his wife and children in 
case of bankruptcy, &c., being at the time perfectly sol- 
vent: would an after-taken wife and any children by sich 
wife take any interest under such settlement, supposing 
the first wife lcaves children’ her surviving, regard being 
had to the rule against perpetuities. ? 

A Sunscrrser. 








TREE , 

The Supreme Court of the United States has decided (in a case 
coming up from Nevada} that 4 State has no right to tax citizens 
travelling ucross its territory. By certain States a tax varying 
from fifty cents to one dollar is imposed upon every passenger 
by railway, steamboat, or stage coach. 





PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. - 

April 23.— The Compulsory Church-Rates Abolition Bill, 
Lord Russell moved the second readin Es i bill. 

The Duke of Buckingham, the Archbishop of Canterbury, 
Lord Derby, and Lord Grey disapproved of the bill. 

The Lord Chancellor severely criticised its draughtsman- 
ship, and advocated its reference to a select committee. 

e Bishop of London supported the bill as a general prin- 
ciple; he advocated, however, a very careful consideration ofthe 
second clause, which dealt with the local Acts. 

The Archbishop of York believed that an end ought now 
to be placed to the irritation of this controversy, and, 
therefore, though not regarding the bill with much approval, 
he should not offer any opposition. 

The bill was ultimately read a second time, and the Earl of 
Malmesbury will move this day (Saturday) that it be referred 
to a select committee. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

April 20.—Zhe Boundary Bill was read a second time. 

April 21.—Marriage Law Reform—Mr, Shaw Lefevre 
moved for leave to bring in a bill to amend the law with re- 
spect to the property of married women. The bill, he said, 
was almost identical with that of 1857. Marriage, in 
fact, operated as an absolute gift to the husband 
of all that the wife had or which would come to 
her during marriage. It was true that in the case 
of real property the husband could not sell it without 
her consent; but he received the rents during their joint 
lives, and might dispose of this interest ; and in respect of 
her leasehold property and personal property, it was, prac- 
tically under his absolute control. So also if, in order to 
maintain her family, she earned money in any of the ways 
open to women, her earnings and her savings were equally 
at his disposal. The savings-bank announced to depositors 
that they were ready to pay over to the husband on demand 
the savings which had been deposited by the wife. The 
husband did as he thought fit with her property, as, indeed, 
with his own ; he was subject to no control on her part, and 
if he was unfortunate it went to his creditors; if he was 
reckless she could not restrain him. Indeed, at common law 
the wife had no separate existence from that of her husband. 
She could not contract, or sue or be sued. She and her hus- 
band were considered as one person, but that person was 
not a combination of the two, but was represented by the 
husband alone. It would be easy, out of the practice and 
judgments of the judges in equity, to pronounce the condem- 
nation of the common law which it deserved.—He then pro- 
ceeded to examine the stages through which the Courts of 
Equity had passed in their policy towards women, and con- 
tinued :—the Courts of Equity had not only given to the wife 
herequity to a settlement, and recognized the possibility of her 
having a separate estate, but they had given her in respect 
of her separate estate all the incidents attaching to pro- 
perty, the right to contract with respect to it, and to sue and 
be sued in the Courts of Equity. A woman in equity could 
be a separate trader; she could also sue her husband in 
equity ; and the Court would in some cases hold him to be 
a trustee for her, and compel him to do what was right. 
Through these decisions of chancery a system had grown 
up, under which, by virtue of marriage settlements, the 
wealthy classes, almost without exception, escaped from 
the operation of the common law. o man of position 
or wealth would dream of allowing his pay nig to marry 
under the simple condition of the common law, no matter 
how favourable ai ces might be. He would insist 
upon a marriage settlement, to secure her against the hus- 
band’s misfortune or neglect. If the lady were wealthy 
a portion of her fortune would be settled on her to her 
separate use. It rarely happened in the upper classes, therc- 
fore, that a wife found herself under the provision of the 
common law only, but exceptional cases were sufficient to con- 
demn that law, and he presumed few persons would fail to 
recollect some case of hardship to married women, even 
among the wealthy. The very fact that the wealthy as a 
rule set aside the law was the best evidence that the 
were not satisfied with it. But if this were so wit 
the wealthy, far more so was it with the humbler classes, 
Tt was universally admitted that marriago, settlements and 
trusteeships were quite inapplicable to the case of very 
small fortunes, or to cases where women were earning small 


| incomes by professions or by wages. ‘The result was that 
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these people were left without any protection from the 
effect of the common law, and the consequences were often 
disastrous.—After recounting one or two very hard cases the 
hon. member continued :—The only question was whether 
to proceed further in the direction of the exceptional pro- 
visions of equity, eating into the principle of the common 
law, but leaving the law still in the fundamental ground- 
work of the system, or whether to make a change in the 
conan law itself, wn to give to the married woman an 
absolute property in her own fortune, earnings, and savings. 
He believed the latter was the true course to take. The 
whole — of equity was really inapplicable to the great 
bulk of the people; the law itself should deal equitably 
with the case of married women. It was not sufficient to 
meet the case by expedients, which could only be brought 
into operation by ante-nuptial arrangements or by special ap- 
plications. The bill, therefore, proposed to make a change 
in the common law itself, so as to prevent in the future mar- 
riage from operating as a transfer of the wife’s fortune to the 
husband. In the case of existing marriages it would secure 
to the wife any futureearnings which she might make or any 
property which she might hereafter become entitled to, and 
in respect of such separate property the wife would be able 
to contract and to sue and be sued in the law courts as if 
she were a single woman. He believed it would make very 
little difference with the wealthy ; it was not proposed to in- 
terfere with the power to make marriage settlements, but in 
those emneptionel cases where no settlement was made the 
wife would have her own fortune, just as if it had 
been settled to her separate use under a iage settlement. 
It would be that as the husband was responsible for 
the maintenance of his wife and children, it was only right 
that heshould have his wife’s fortune. There wasnolegal means 
ofenforcing this obligation or preventing him from disposing of 
the means of fulfilling it, and even where the husband did not 
part with his wife’s money, his legal obligation to maintain 
her was of the most shadowy character. If she lived 
apart from him, without any fault of her own, then it 
seemed that he was liable to tradesmen who supplied her 
with necessaries, but she had no direct remedy against him, 
and this circuitous process was of very little value to the 
woman. ‘The statute law had done no more, except to 
provide against the case of the father allowing his children 
to fall upon the parish; if he did this, he was liable to 
be punished criminally. Short of this, he might do as 
he liked with his children; he was not bound to 
educate them, or feed, or dress them after any style 
appropriate to his own or his wife’s fortune. ‘Then, 
again, it would be said that it would be fraught with 
danger to teach married couples that there might be a sepa- 
ration of interests, and that to introduce into any home the 
principle of separate rights, interests, and a separate legal 
existence would detract from the sacredness of marriage. 
That argument, if good at all, was good against the whole 
doctrine of separate estate as now allowed by chancery under 
marriage pi assay In the United States for the last 
twenty-five years the various states had been legislating in 
the direction which he advocated. If he wanted further 
authority, he could quote from the recent reports of the 
Indian Law Commission, composed of the most able lawyers 
in the country, Lord Romilly, Sir W. Erle, Mr. Justice 
Willes, Sir Edward Ryan, the right hon. gentleman the 
member for Calne, and others. These Commissioners, after 
careful discussion, rejected the common law of England, and 
had given to married women their separate property anda 
right to contract. Their recommendation had already passed 
into law. ‘The bill was read a first time. 

Capital Punishment.—On the motion for committce on the 
Capital Punishment Within Prisons Bill, Mr. Gilpin moved 
“that, in the opinion of this House, instead of carrying out 
the punishment of death within prisons, that capital punish- 
ment should be abolished.” Mr. Leeman seconded the 
amendment. Mr. Mill spoke against it. The amendment 
was lost by a majority of 127 to 23, and the bill went 
through committee. 

The Religious, §c., Buildings Sites Bill passed through 
committee. 


April 22.—The second reading of the Sunday Trading Bilt 
was carried by a majority of 68 to 81. 


April 23.—The Fcelesiastical Commissioners Orders in 
Council Bill passed through Committee. 

The Lords’ amendments to the Railways Extension of 
Time Bill were agreed to, 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


METROPOLITAN AND PROVINCIAL LAW 
ASSOCIATION. 

Proceedings at the twenty-first annual general meeting 
held at the Incorporated Law Society’s Hall, on Wednesday, 
April 22nd, 1868 ; Mr. Stephen Williams in the chair. 

The Secretary read the report and the annual balance sheet. 

Resolved—1. On the — of the err pi in That 
the report of the committee of management opted, 
and that it be printed and circulated in the usual way.” 

Resolved—2. On the motion of Mr. Chas. Augustin Smith, 
of Greenwich, seconded by Mr. Partington, of Manchester, 
“That the cordial thanks of the Association be oe 
to the committee of management for their labours during the 


t year.” - 

PeReolved—3. On the motion of Mr. J. 8. Torr, seconded 
by Mr. H. J. Francis, “‘ That the members of the association 
(p. 3 of the report) be elected chairman, deputy chairman, 
and membersof the committee of management for the en- 
suing year.” 

Resolved—4. On the motion of Mr. Edwin W. Field, 
seconded by Mr. Richardson, of Leeds, “That the best 
thanks of the Association be presented to Mr. C. A. Smith, 
and Mr. J. Morris, for their services as auditors, and that they 
be requested to accept the same office for the ensuing 

ear. ” 


, Resolved—5. On the motion of Mr. F. D. Lowndes, of 
Liverpool, seconded by Mr. Edwin W. Field, “That the best 
thanks of the Association be presented to the council of the 
Incorporated Law Society, for the cordial co-operation they 
have afforded to the committee of ent during the 
past year, and for their courtesy in lending one of their rooms 
for the purpose of this meeting.” 

Resolved—6. On the motion of Mr. Skeet, of Manchestcr, 
seconded by Mr. C. F. Tagart, “That the best thanks of 
this meeting be presented to Mr. H. 8, Wasbrough for his 
services during the past eng. and to Mr. Stephen Williams, 
for his services, and for his able conduct in the chair this 
day.” Putte Rickman, Secretary. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 
(President—Mr. Groves.) 

At the Law Institution on Tuesday last the following 
question was discussed :—‘ Upon a marine policy of insurance 
on goods, in the ordinary form, where losses by ‘pirates, 
rovers, thieves, &c.,’ are amongst the perils specified as 
insured against, is the underwriter liable for the consequences 
of amere theft without violence?’ American Insurance Com- 
pany v. Bryan, 26 Wendell (American reports), 563; Arnold 
on Marine Insurances, 3rd. ed. vol. 2. pp. 710, 711. The 
debate was opened in the affirmative by Mr. Alfred May, 
but on a division the question was carried in the negative by 
a large majority. 

The number of members present was twenty-six. 





THE SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 

The twentieth half-yearly general meeting of the mem- 
bers and friends of the above Association, instituted in 1858 
for the purpose of granting assistance to poor and necessitous 
attorneys, solicitors, and proctors, throughout land and 
Wales, and their wives, widows, and families, was heldon Wed- 
nesday last at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, to re- 
ceive the report and statement of accounts for the past half- 
year. The chair was occupied by Thomas Harrison, Esq. 

Mr. Err, the Secretary, having read the notice convening 
the meeting, and the minutes of the rj earome half-yearly 
meeting, proceeded to read the reportand statement of receipts 
and expenditure. The report stated that, “Since October 
last 80 additional members had been admitted, of whom 20 
were life and 60 were annual; and 9 members had converted 
their annual into life memberships. The number now en- 
rolled was 1,866, of. whom 643 were life and 1,223 were 
annual members. 20 life members were also annual sub- 
scribers. ‘The general circulation of the society’s reports 
had considerably assisted this increase, thereby justifying 
the outlay incurred in that mode of bringing the claims of 
the society tothe notice of each member of the profession. 
Tho receipts during the half-year, ineluding the balance of 
£160 from the previous account, amounted to £1,334 3s. 3d. 
A sum of £130 had been expended in four grants, one to a 
member and three to widows of members; and a sum of 
£90 had been distributed among twelve necessitous families 
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of deceased non-members, The sum of £600 had been in- 
vested in the purchase of India four per cents, making the 
present funded capital consist of £7,803 17s. 8d. India five 
per cents., £5,071 6s. 4d. Three per cent. consols, and £590 
India four per cents., producing together dividends amounting 
to £552 per annum. A balance of £231 6s. 6d. remained to 
the credit of the Association at the Union Bank of London, 
and a sum of £16 was in the secretary’s hands. The direc- 
tors had to record with deep regret the death, since the last 
gerne meeting, of their esteemed colleague and chairman 

. James Anderton, to whose active philanthropy the 
Association mainly owed its origin. Mr. Thomas Harrison, 
the late deputy-chairman of the board, had been 
elected to fil the office of chairman during the fre- 
sent year; and Mr. Edward Banner, of Liverpool, 
had been elected to the office of deputy-chairman. The 
vacancy at the board of directors had been filled by the 
election of Mr. George Burrow Gregory, of London. The 
directors had much pleasure in announcing that the Right 
Hon. the Lord Cairns, now Lord High Chancellor, had 
kindly promised to preside at the eighth anniversary festival 
of the Association, which would take place on Wednesday, 
the 10th of June next, at Willis’s Rooms. Seventy gentlemen 
had already consented to serve as stewards, and it was 
hoped that through the active co-operation of the members 
and friends of the Association, the funds of the charity would 
receive a not less material augmentation than on former 
similar occasions.” 

The Cyaan, in moving the adoption of the report and 
balance sheet, said that he thought they had much reason to 
congratulate themselves upon the progress and present con- 
dition of the society, as shown in the report. He thought it 
was highly satisfactory, and he ventured to hope that the 
members of the society would continue to render their 
unaminous help towards obtaining new supporters, so that in 
afew years more the whole profession throughout England 
and Wales would be enrolled in the society. 

The report and balance sheet were then unaminously 
adopted, after which cordial votes of thanks were passed to 
the directors and auditors for their valuable services during 
the past half-year, to the council of the Incorporated Law 
Society for kindly allowing the meeting of the Association 
to be held in the society’s building, to the chairman for 
presiding, and to the secretary for his active services, and the 
proceedings terminated. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 

At a meeting of this society held at Clement’s Inn Hall 
on Wednesday last, with Mr. Beem Davis in the chair, Mr. 
Kenny moved, “That in the case of Burke and Casey 
counsel was not justified in withdrawing from the defence.” 
Mr. Theodore Lumley opposed. The motion was carried. 








OBITUARY. 


SIR FRANCIS WOOD, BART. 

Sir Francis Wood, Bart., barrister-at-law, died at his 
residence, Rivenhall-place, near Witham, Essex, on Tuesday 
last, at the early age of 34.° He was the third son of the 
late Rev. Sir John Page Wood, the rector of St. Peter’s, 
Cornhill. He was educated at Trinity College, Cambridge, 
and succeeded his father (as third baronet) on the 21st of 
February, 1866. Sir Francis entered the 34th (Cumberland) 
Regiment of Foot in 1855, and, after a few years’ service, 
retired with the rank of lieutenant; he studied law after 
his retirement from the army, and was called to the bar at 
Lincoln’s-inn in June, 1867. He was a nephew of the 
Right Hon. Lord Justice Sir William Page Wood. He 
is succeeded in the baronetcy and estates by his eldest son, 
Matthew, born in September, 1857. 





ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 


NOTICES OF ADMISSION. 
Trinity Term, 1868. 
{The clerks’ names appear in small capitals, and the attorneys to whom 
articled or assigned follow in ordinary type. 
Axexanper, Henny Rosert Tayter.—George Lake, New- 
square, Lincoln’s-inn. 
—- Epw. Hen. Frezsory.—Thos. H. Rackham, Nor- 
wich, 





Asuwortu, Tuos Baxer.—Robert M. Shipman, Manches- 
ter ; Edward Waugh, Cockermouth. 

Becxet, Joun Wit11am.— Alfred Smith, Wakefield. 

Bextpan, Richarp.—Edward Wilson, Preston. 

Boppineron, Recinatp Srewart.—John Rogers, Jermyn- 
street, St. James’s. 

Boorn, Auten Lisrer.—Samuel Lister Booth, Leeds. 

Bowers, Barctay Grorcr.—Benjm. Wm. Rawlings, 16, 
Furnival’s-inn and Romford ; Barclay Farquharson Wat- 
son, 1, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Bray, Wiiu1am Harvey Wentworth.—Jno. Beer & Geo. 
Hy. Ellery Rundle, Devonport. 

BsrtHertTon, Henry James.—James Bretherton, Glouces- 
ter. 

Bripeman, Epwarp Joun.—Harry John Westall, 1, Cop- 
thall-court. : 

Bucxier, Txos Warr.—Chas. Edw. Morley, Cheapside. 

Byrom, Wiu11aM Ascroft.—John Stewart Marshall, Wigan, 
Lancashire ; William Ascroft, Preston, Lancashire. 

Cuax, Franx.—Marshall Turner, 47, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Cuatx, Jonn Cuartes.—Charles Chalk, Brighton ; James 
Beaumont, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Curston, CxaRitEs.—Chester Cheston, Great Winchester- 
street; Henry James Francis, 36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Coorgr, Henry Srantey.—John Cooper, Manchester. 

Coorsr, Joun Forster.—John Cuttle Gooddy, King Wil- 
liam-street, City. 

Cory, Ronerr.—Samuel Barnett Cory, Great Yarmouth, 

Curtis, JosepH Epwarp.—George Edward Sharland, 
Gravesend. 

Davies, Wini1AM.—Edward Bretherton, Birkenhead. 

Daviga, Writ1aM Rosert.—William Jones, & William H. 
G. Jones, Crosby-square. 

Donez, Wit11am Fopren.—Thomas Dodge, Liverpool ; 
Fredk. Turner, Aldermanbury. 

Dunn, Atrrep Srancoms.— William Giles, Taunton ; Tho- 
mas Meylor; Taunton; Thomas Plews, 14, Old Jewry- 
chambers, City. 

Eponps, Cuartes.—Andrew Percival, Peterborough. 

Eximan, Huon Frepertc.—Frederic Ellman, Battle, Sus- 
sex; Frederick William Yeates, Chancery-lane. 

Evans, Gzonce Epwarp.—George James Murray, Oldham, 
Lancaster. 

Evans, Joun Henry.—Benj Evans, Newcastle-Emlyn. 

Gasquet, Cuar.es.—James Allen, 88, Queen-street; John 
Kynaston, 1, King’s Arms-yard. 

Grsson, Gzorcr Hersert.—Robert Edward Moore, Ply- 
mouth. 

Guyn, Spencer Rosryson, formerly Grxczr.—James J oseph 
Blake, King William-street ; Charles H. Clarke, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields. 

Goprrey, Epwarp Crorcu.—Daniel Godfrey, Abingdon. 

Grace, Jamzes.—John Barnes Barrow, St. Helen’s, Lanca- 
shire. 

GreEnop, Witi1am Cuar.es.—Frederick Green, 10, Angel- 
court ; Thomas Charles Allin, 10, Angel-court. 

Harpwick, Lez.—Joseph Settle, Leeds. 

Harris, THomas W11L11aM.—Edwin Eddison, Leeds; John 
Trotter, Stockton-on-Tees. 

Harrison, Witt1am Sypney.—Charles Harrison, jun, 19, 
Bedford-row. 

Hawkins, Epwix.—Edward Hillman, Lewes. 

Haworta, Witt1aM.— William Slater, jun, Manchester. 

Haywaxrp, CurisrorHer Gzo.—Frederick Hayward, Need- 
ham Market. 

Hitper, Epwarv.—George Ade, 9, Bloomsbury-place. 

Hotes, Tuomas Joun.—Joseph Francis Holmes, 88, Lon- 
don-wall. 

Jones, Ronert.—Edward Walker, Dolgelly, Merioneth ; 
Edward Breese, Portmadoc, Carnarvon. 

Ketty, James.—Francis Brown, Market Deeping ; James 
Parkinson Taylor, 28, Great James-street. 

Lanz, Henry Joun.—Henry Wm. Trinder, 1, Crown-court, 
City. 

LEE, a Vallancey Lewis, 4, Great James- 
street, Bedford-row. 

Loxp, Winu1am Ciutey.—John Lord, Ashton-under-Lyne ; 
Robert Milligan Shipman, Manchester. 

Mantey, Atpext.—William Hewett Manley, Bridport. 

Manninos, Henry Jacon.—George Smith, Salisbury. 

Manrtingav, Bastt.—Henry Markby, 57, Coleman-street ; 
Herbert Priestley Southey, 4, p Bete er ta to sae 
Philip Henry Lawrence, 6, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Mason, Campseti.—John Osborne Smetham, King’s Lynn. 
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Muenam, Harry Tuomas.—William Henry Scott, Ayl- 
am. 


sh ‘ 

st Henry Samvet.—Augustus Helder, White- 

ven. 

Osnourn, Henny.—Adolphus Edgar Church, Colchester ; 
Alexander Miller White, Colchester. 

Paynter, Henry Avoevustuvs.—Edwin Newman, Yeovil, 
Somersetshire ; William Forster, Alnwick. 

PariestMany THomas.— William Benson Richardson, York. 

Purvis, Freperick ArtHur,—James Tuck Withers, Bed- 
ford-row. f 

a: Duycan Coriet.—Arthur Whyley, Leighton 


Sanperson, WittiaM.— Wm. Murphy, Wellingborough. 

Sayer, ALFRED i ceemetercdinnadl Johnston, 36, Lincoln's 
Tun Fields ; H. J. Francis, 36, Lincoln’s Inn Fields. 

Scorr, Joun.—Henry Brown, Wakefield. 

Strerxz, Joun Daviv.—Thos. Spurr, Kingston-upon-Hull. 

SPEAKMAN, CHARLES Epwarpv.—John Speakman, Nantwich ; 
Edwd. Delves Broughton, Nantwich. 

Sreet, Hernert GreENwoop.—John Satchell, Queen-street, 
Cheapside. 

Srracnan, ALrrep.—Richard Cattarns, Mark Lane, City. 

Srrickianp, NATHANIEL.—Jas. Davison Wadham, Bristol. 

Torpirre, Tuomas Wi11u1aM Wotrerston.—Chas. Geo. 
Henry St. Pattrick, Bristol ; Thomas Parr, Bristol. 

Vizarp, Anthur.—John Vizard, Dursley. 

Watter, Henry Frytay.—Weir Anderson, Liverpool. 

Warp, James Cuar.es.—William Walker, York. 

Warts, Witt1am Henry Suaw.—Edward Worthington, 
Manchester ; Robt. M. Shipman, Manchester. 

WEATHERHEAD, JAMES TuHomas.—Thomas Beard, 10, Ba- 
singhall-street. 

Wiis, Wirtiam.—John Lewis, Wrexham, Denbigh. 

Wee Cuan es Cottinc.—Rd. Munkhouse Wilson, Salis- 


Woon, Tuomas Garv.—-William Wood, 178, New Kent-road. 
Trinity Term, 1868, pursuant to Judges’ Orders. 

Granam, Jonn.—William Burra Arnison, Penrith. 

Wuarron, Frepertck Cox.—George Frederick Wharton, 
Manchester ; Robt. Gudgcon Hinnell, Bolton. 

Trinity Vacation, 1868. 

Bayuis, Epwarp Wiiui1amM Drtrrrerp.—John Alexander 
Mainley Pinniger, 26, Great Geo 
John Wilkinson, 28, John-strect, ‘ord-row. 

Bip, Cuartes Ex1is.—George Boughton Hume, 10, Great 
James-street. 

Biansuarp, Henry Epwarp.—James Henry Ingledew, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Crece, Wittiam Jounson.—Charles Edward Broadbent, 
Sheffield ; Leonard Atkinson Ryalls, Sheffield 

Coryar, Hexry AnseLM.—William Harris, 5, Stone-build- 


ings. 
Dysox, Mrex.—Edward Lewis Ashworth, Manchester. 
Eapgn, Epwarv.—Henry Hawkes, Birmingham. 
Farxner, CHantes Epwarp.—Henry Falkner, Louth. 
Hopexinson, Grosvenor, Jun.—Grosvenor Hodgkinson 
Sen, Newark-upon-Trent. 
Mettor, Joan.—Nehemiah Leareyd, Huddersfield, and 
Chancery Lane. 
Swack.eton, ArtHuR ANGELL.—John Shackleton, Leeds. 
Tuomrson, THomas.—Richard Thompson, Durham. 
Warker, Sreruen James.—Thomas Walker, Wolver- 
hampton. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 


Last Quotatron, April 24, (868. 
(From the Official List of the actual business transacted.) 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
3 per Cent. Consols, 934 Annuities, April, ’85 12g 
Ditto for Account, May 5, 93 Do. (Red Sea T.) Ang, 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 924 Ex Billz, £1000, per Ct. 20 p m 
New 3 per Cent., 92} Ditto, £500, Do 20 pm 
Do, 34 per Cent., Jan, '94 Ditto, £100 & £200, 20 pm 
Do, 2§ per Cent., Jan, '94 Bank of England Stock, 5§ per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’72 Ct. (last half-year) 245 
Annuities, Jan. 80 — Ditto for Account, 
INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 





India Stk., 10} p Ct.Apr.'74, Ind. Enf. Pr., 5pC., Jan.°72 103§ 
Ditto for Account Ditto, tbpee Cent., May, '79 
Ditto 5per Cent., July, "80 1154 Ditto mtures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, 64 — 


Ditto 4 per Ca.c., Oct. "68 101 Do. Vo., 5 per Cent,, Aug. °73 
Ditto, ditto, Vertiticaves, — Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000,30 p m 
Vitto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent &!! Hitte, ditto, under £1000, 30 pm 








RAILWAY STOCK. 

















Shres. Railways. Paid, |Closing Price 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter .......ssosssssessssersssees 100 83 
Stock | Caledoni 100 744 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western ........00000 100 103 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ........00 100 

Stock Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 ........ 100 iu} 
Stock | Great Northern 100 103 
Stock | Do., A Stock* 100 





Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland! 100 
Stock | Great Western— Original) .... 

Stock} Do., West Midland—Oxfor 
Stock Do.,do.—Ni Wh Sccstecene 







































Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire ....... vee} 100 1284 
6tock | London, Brighton, and South “oast...... 100 52 
Stock | London, Chatham, and Dover..........00++ 100 19 
Stock | London and North-Western........ +} 100 116; 
Stock | London and South-Western ........ se} 100 
Stock | Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoin......... 100 43 
Stock | Metropolit 10@ th 
Stock | Midland 100 1034 
Stock Do., Birmingham and Derby ............ 100 73 
Stock | North British 100 34 
Stock | North London .......seeree--ceerers } 100 118 
10 Wg BODB ccrececccconsddntbsebahoncecesecssecasece | 112 
8tock | North Staffordshire 100 58 
Stock | South Devon | 100 45 
Stock | South-Eastern | 100 74 
Stock | Taff Vale. .| 100 144 














® A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 





Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 

The week opened with scarcely a variation from the firmer 
tone of last week. The fluctuations were very slight, and attri- 
butable apparently to a sympathy with the Paris Bourse. Railway 
shares and stocks also showed some firmness, and the enquiry 
after investments of all kinds, whether home, colonial or foreign, 
was sensibly becoming brisker ; the demand for advances also re- 
ceived an rs joa nye caed in the Pc ye Paccariaye >y anti- 
cipations of the budget luced a gen . e funds 
a however, shown some tendency to rally ; the share markets 
have not proved so strong. 





Briton MEDICAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSOCIATION. 

The fourteenth annual meeting of this association was held at 

the chief offices, 429, Strand, on April 16, Francis Webb, Esq., 
the chairman, iding. 
Mr. John Messent (the actuary and ) read the notice 
convening the mecting, the minutes of the last annual meeting 
(which were confirmed), and the directors’ report, of which the 
tollowing is an abstract :— 

The DN omep for new assurances have been 3,780, for 
£1,010,180 15s., a larger number than has been received in any 
previous year. In their discretion the directors have declined 
200, and from various causes 523 have not been completed by the 
proposers. The remainder having been carried into effect, 3,057 
policies have been issued, assuring the sum of £792,725 2s. 6d., 
and producing in annual premiums the sum of £25,466 5s. 

Five annuities have been granted, for which the sum of 
£1,137 12s. 6d. has been received. 

The net premium income has risen to the sum of £212,748 4s. 
The interest on moneys invested and from other sources _ 
£18,796 17s. ld. Making a total income of £231,545 1s. lid. 

Thé claims have been 311 in number of lives, and 349 in 
policies, and amount (less £6,000 received from re-assurance) to 
£114,000 15s. 10d. It is satisfactory to observe that this amount 
is less by £27,364 than the amount of the claims which arose in 
the previous year. 

Thebalanes of the income overall out-goings is £76,311 16s.10d., 
or nearly 33 per cent., which sum has been duly carried to 
the assets account. The total assets of the association at the 
close of the year amounted to £571,817 17s. 9d. 

The directors recommend that a dividend at the rate of £8 

x cent. per annum on the capital of the association, and bonus 
lire of income-tax), be declared. 

The period having arrived for the quinquennial valuation of the 
affairs of theassociation, up tothe end of the year 1867, witha view to 
the declaration of a bonus, the directors have giveninstructions to 
their consultingactuary, Mr. Arthur Scratchley, to proceed with 
the same. Sufficient time has not yet ela to enable him to 
furnish his report; but the result of his investigations, which 
the directors have e reason to believe will be of a most satis- 
factory character, will be communicated,- and the bonus de- 
clared, at the earliest possible moment. 

The report was unanimously adopted. 





A contemporary states that Mr. Lawless, solicitor, lodged a 
memorial in the Castle on Tuesday’ evening, praying to have a 
writ of error issued for the purpose of ing certain questions 


said to affect the validity of the conviction had against Mr 
for publishing seditious articles in the Jrishman newspaper, 
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ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT 


AT THE MART. 
April 16.—By Mr. Newson. 

Leasehold, 2 residences, Nos. 20 and 28, Richmond-crescent, Barnsbury, 
producing £110 per annum; term, 95 years from 1855, at £9 per 
annum—Sold for £1,295. 

Leasehold residence, No. 3, Shaftesbury-villas, Hornsey-rise, annual 
= £65; term, 98 years from 1853, at £10 per annum—Sold for 


Leasehold house, No. 32, Neville-terrace, Hornsey-road, let at £36 per 
annum ; term, 74 years from Lady-day, 1868, at £6 6s, per annum— 
Sold for £385, 

Leasehold residence, No. 53, Marquess-road, Canonbury, annual value, 
£73 10s. per annum ; term, 93 years from 1853, at £10 per annum— 
Sold for £755. 

Leasehold, 8 houses, Nos. 80 to ‘87, Princes-road, Bermondsey, pro- 
ducing £168 per annum ; term, 80 years from 1843, at £18 13s. 4d. per 
annum—Sold for £1,305. 

By Messrs, Dowserr & CHatre.t. 

Leasehold residence, No. 8, Trevor-terrace, Knightsbridge; term, 99 

years from 1811, at £18 18s, per annum—Sold for £1,260. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

COOKE—On April 20, at 42, Wimpole-street, Cavendish-square, the wife 
of William H. Cooke, Esq., Q.C., of a daughter. 

ROWDEN—On April 18, at 1, Trinity-place, Hastings, the wife of 
Francis Rowden, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

WEARING—On Feb. 26, ut Adelaide, South Australia, the wife of the 
Hon. Mr. Justice Weuring, of a daughter. 

WOOD—On April 17, at 267, Camden-road, N., the wife of Arthur John 
Wood, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of the Inner Temple, of twin daughters, 

MARRIAGES, 

ADCOCK—AITCHISON—On April 20, at St. Michael’s, Chester-square? 
Frank Adcock, Esq., Solicitor. to Annie Camilla, daughter of the lat® 
George Aitchison, Esq., of Edinburgh. 

BARNES—NICHOLS—On April 15, at the Church of St. Stephen Frad- 
ley, near Lichfield, Arthur Barnes, Esq., Solicitor, of Lichfield, to 
Mary Fanny, danghter of James Charles Nichols, Esq., of Fradley, 

COLLINS—HICHENS~— On April 21, at the parish Church, Bodmin, 
John Richard Collins, Esq., son of Jobn Basset Collins, Esq., to Jean, 
daughter of John Hichens, Esq., of St. Nicholas, Bodmin," 

COTTON—ROGERS—On April 16, at Dowdeswell Church, in the county 
of Gloucester, Henry Morten Cotton, Esq.,of Eecleston-square and 
Chancery-lane, to Anue Agnes Coxwell Rogers, daughter of the 
Rev. W. R. Coxwell Rogers, rector of Dowdeswell. 

CROSS—SPENCER-— On April 16, at Prescot, Lancashire, William Cross, 
Esq., Solicitor, of Kingston-upon-Hull, to Annie, daughter of Thomas 
Spencer, of The Moss, Prescot. 

DEBENHAM—LACHENAL—On April 7, at St. Peter’s, Regent- uare, 
Edwin Debenham, of Doughty-street, W.C., and Massingham House, 
Haverstock-hill, to Marie, daughter of the late Louis Lachenal, Esq., 
of Holford-square, Pentonville. 

EDMANDS—DAWES—On April 18, at St. Clement Danes, Charles 
Henry Edmands, Esq., of Sudbury Hall, Middlesex, to Ellen Jane, 
daughter of Richard Dawes, Esq., of Portsdown-gardens, Maida-vale, 

GODWIN—RIDGE-— On April 22, at St. Saviour’s Church, South Hamp- 
stead, E. Douglas Godwin, Esq., Solicitor, Winchester, to Louisa Ellen, 
daughter of Edward Ridge, Esq., of Adelaide-road, Hampstead. 

HERBERT—NORVOLK—On April 16, at St. Saviour’s Church, Pimlico, 
Frederick Sanders Herbert, Esq., Solicitor, Farnbam, Surrey, to 
Eliza Katherine, daughter of William John Norfolk, Esq., ,of 26, St. 
George’s-square. 

LAKE—GREGORY—On April 22, at Leverington, Charles Edward 
Lake, Esq., Solicitor, Stockport, to Mary Alice, daughter of James 
Gregory, Esq., Leverington, Cambridgeshire. 

WALKER—THOMSON—On April 22, at Spring Bank, Dundee, John 
eae to Isabella Henderson, daughter of J. W. Thomson, Esq., 

citor. 

YEWDALL—WARBURT!)N—On April 18, at Neuchatel, George Yew- 
dall, Esq., Solicitor, of Leeds, to Emily, daughter of the late Samuel 
Warburton, Esq., of Leeds. 

DEATHS. 


FEW—On April 21, at West-hill, Putney-heath, Jane, wife of Charles 
Few, Esq., aged 39. 

PRINGLE—On April 21, at No. 6, Maitland-street, Edinburgh, Robert 
Pringle, Esq., Writer to the Signet, of Symington. 








LONDON GAZETTES. ~~ 


@@Ainding-up of Joint Stock Comypautes. 
Fripay, April 17, 1868, 
Limttep In CHANCERY. 
Oxford and Canterbury Hall Company (Limited).— Petition for winding 
up, presented April 16, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor 
Giffard on April 25. Lewis & Ce, Old Jewry, solicitors for the peti- 


tioner. 
Tvuespar, April 21, 1868. 
LIMITED iN CHANOBRY. 

Great Cwmsymlog Silver Lead Mining Comspany (Limited).—Vice-Chan- 
cellor Stuart has, by an order dated April 11, ordered that the above 
many be wound up. Pulbrook, Threadneedle-st, solicitor for the 
petitioner. 

Vale of Neath and Cefn Mawr Junction Railway Company (Limited),— 
Petition for winding up, presented April 16, directed to be heard be- 
fore, Vice-Chancelior Malins, on May 1. Robinson, Carey-st, Lin- 
coln’s-inu, sulicitor for the petitioner. 

UNLIMITED IN Cnanct Ry, 

London Freight and QOuific Jurusance Assoviation.—Vice-Chancellor 
Giffard has fixed April 3v, ut 12, at his chambers, for the appointment 
of an official liquidator. 





Potteries, Shrewsbury, and North Wales Railway Company.—Petition, 
presented March 25, praying the confirmation of a scheme of arrange- 
ment between the company and tkeir creditors, directed to be heard 
before Vice-Chancellor Malins on May 8. Noyes, Broad Sanctuary, 
Westminster, solicitor for the petitioners. 


Hriendly Societies Dissolved. 
Fripay, April 17, 1868. 
Market Drayton Working Men’s Club, Market Drayton, Salop, April 15 


Creditors under Estates tn Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Faipay, April 17, 1868. 
Drew, Peter, Ebley, Gloucester, Gent. May 2. Holbrow o Drew 


V.C. Stuart. 

Etches, John Clifford, Thorley, nr Birm, Gent. May 13. Etches » 
Turner, V.C. Stuart. 

Tvespay, April 21, 1868. 

Barrs, Walter, Mountsorrel, Leicester, Blacksmith. May 20. Barrsy 
Jenkins, V.C. Giffard. 

Brook, Uriah, Stocks Moor, York, Land Agent. May 25, Barden » 
Brook, V.C. Stuart. 

— — Tretherras, Cornwall, Farmer. May 20. Cardell v Car- 

ell, M. R. 

Delves, Wm Percy, Brisbane, Australia, Mariner. Sept 30. Smith 
Delves, V.C. Malins. 

Grain, John, Teversham, Cambridge, Wine Merchant. May 20. 
Yriarte v Grain, V.C. Giffard. 

Nichols, Wm, Blandford-sq, Notary Public. May 21, Hill » Nichols, 
M. R 


Phillips, Edwd, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Innkeeper. May 18. Phil. 
lips v Phillips, V.C. Giffard, 
Crevitors under 22 & 23 Wict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Frivay, April 17, 1868. 
Baylis, Wm, Birm, Salesman. May 31. Walters & Gush, Basinghall- 


at. 
Binns, Mary, Manningham, York, Widow. June1. Busfeild, Brad- 
ford. 


fo! 
Carter. Edwd Chas, Priory-rd, South Lambeth, Innkeeper. May 20. 
Crowdy, Serjeants’-inn, Fleet-st. 
Firman, Humphrey Brooke, Portaferry, Ireland, Esg. Junel. Haigh, 


n, ° 
Green, Wm Wheeler, Bristol, Wine Merchant. June 24. Stone & Co, 
h, 


Bath. 

Hampson, Isaac, Bramwell, Chester, Innkeeper. May 15. Johnson, 
Stockport. 

Herring, Rey Wm Harvey, Fordham Rectory, Essex, Clerk. May 20. 
Turner & e. 

Jones, Joseph, Stoned Grange, Cambridge, Farmer. May 1. Wise& 
Dawbarn, March. 

Kelsey, John Turner, Lingfield, Surrey, Farmer. May 1. Davidson & 
Co, Basinghall-st. 

Kelson, Sarah, Clifton, Bristol, Widow. June 24. Stone & Co. Bath. 

Knowles, Geo, Wood End, Scarborough, York Esq, May 13, Powell, 


Knaresbro’, 

Merry, Thos, Warlters-bldgs, Upper Holloway, May 31. Mullens, 
Cheapside. 

Minks, Thos, Bootham, York, Butcher. June 15. Seymours & Biyth, 
Lendal. 

Owston, Peter, Lockton, York, Farmer, May 7. Watson, Pickering. 

Pine, Anne Antoinette, Manchester-st, Manchester-sq, Spinster. May 
16. Pyke & Irving, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Rav-iey, Richd, Brighton, Sussex, Farmer. May 14, Cooper & Co, 


Brighton. ; ; 
Selfe, Hy, Amesbury, Wilts, Gent, June 1. Hodding & Co, Salis- 
bi 


jury. 
stewart, Chas Edwd, Old Broad-st, Esq. June 1. Murray & Hutchins, 
Birchin-lane, 
Wright, Rev. Jas, Latchford, Chester, Incumbent. May 1. Richard- 


son & Co, Lpoo). 
Tuespay, April 21, 1868. 

Annesley, Lucy Susan Martha, Hertferd-st, Mayfair. May 20. Lam- 
bert & Son, ford-row. 

Boyson, Ambrose, Elm House, Clapham Common, Esq. June 24. 
Lepard, Kenni: n-p! \< 

Brudenell, John Faulkner, New Windsor, Berks, Gent. May 30 
Darvill & Co, Windsor. 

Curling, Mary Ann, South Barrow, Somerset, Spinster. May 20. Curl- 
ing, Callum-st, London. : 

Force, Georgiana Duchess de la, Creteil, nr Paris, Widow. June 3 
Bonnor, Pall-Mall. 

Faulkrer, Fras Macnamara, Folkestone, Kent, Comm Agent. June 5. 
Brockman & Harrison, Folkestone. 

Harvey, Rev Wm Maundy, Little Mongeham, Kent, Clerk. June 12. 
Sladen, King’s-arm-yard, Coleman-street, 

Herring, Rev Wm Harvey, Fordham Rectory, Essex, Clerk, May 20. 
Turner & Deane, Colchester. 

or Nicholas, Mayfield, Sussex, Yeoman. June}. Sprott, May- 

eld, 

Owston, Peter, Lockton, York, Farmer. May 7. Watson, Pickering. 

Quinn, Margaret, Albion Lodge, Brook-green, Hammersmith, Widow. 
June 24, Berkeley, Gray’s-inn-sq. 

Rickon, Abraham, Albany-rd, Camberwell,Gent. May 16, Plews & 
Irvine, Mark-lane. 

— Rev Geo, Maltby, York, Clerk. July 1. Cartwright & 

n, Bawtry. 
mean id, Chas ray, Birch Hall, Essex, Esq. June 15, Howard & Oo, 


iter. 

8t ag sas Weston-super-Mare, Widow. May 16. Little & Lit- 
tle, Bath. 

Thrope, Jas Cole, Otby House, Walesby, Lincoln, Farmer. July t. 
Danbuey, Market Rason. 

Vickress, Wim, Westminster Bridge-rd, Lambeth, Vietualler, June 5. 
‘Tanqueray-Willaume & Co, New Broad-at, 
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Vickress, Rebecca, Billingshurst, Sussex, Widow. June 5. Tanqueray- 
Willaume & Co, New Broad-st. 
— Isaac, Hailsham, Sussex, Yeoman. Junel. Sprott, May- 
eld. 
Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Fripay, April 17, 1868. 
pone a — Penzance Cornwall Innkeeper. Aprill. Comp. Reg 
pri 
mn , Kempsford, Gloucester, Carpenter. Aprils. Comp. Reg 


Aylen, Thos, Portsea, Hants, Currier. March 20. Comp. Reg April 


Bacon, Alfred Thos, Mellis, Suffolk, Grocer. April4. Comp. Reg 
pril 19. 
Lp tee Wm, High-st, Marylebone, Grocer. March 26. Comp. Reg 
prill 
Barter, Win Geo, Stony Stratford, Buckingham, out of business. April 
4. Comp. Reg April! 
= Wn, Redhill, Surrey, Butcher, March 17. Comp. Reg April 


. ye Wm Gillison, Axminster, Devon, Clerk. Aprill4. Comp. 
pril 17. 

Biindeil Wo, Suffolk-pl, Commercial-rd, Tobacconist. April 16. Comp. 
eg April i6, 

ae Richd, Burslem, Stafford, Draper. March 20. Asst. Reg 


oS kone , West Bromwich, Stafford, Grocer. March 25. Asst. 
g April 
og Thos, Angle, Pembroke, Grocer. March 20. Comp. Reg 
pril 1 
Bywater, Jabez, Princes End, Stafford, Auctioneer. April 14, Comp. 
Reg April 16 
— Hy, Skipton, York, Plumber, April9. Comp. Reg April 


Cobden, Jas, Campboell-rd, Holloway, Builder. Aprilll. Comp. Reg 


P 
Conti, Geo, & Joseph Biff, Wormwood-st, Silk Merchants. April 11. 
Asst. Reg April 16. 
Deazeley, John, City-rd, Butcher. April 1!. Comp. Reg April 16. 
—_ hee Manch, Chair Manufacturer. March 20. Comp. Reg 
April 16 
Dumbar, Donald, Tredegay, wera wr xcs Travelling Draper. 
April 9. Asst. Reg April 16 
Egan, John, Aberavon, Glamorgan, Furniture Dealer. March 26. 
Comp. Reg April 15. 
So Chas, Sonth Shields, Durham, Gent. April 15. Comp. Reg 
pril! 
oo. “Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. April 1. Comp. Reg 
pri 
ere a Alfred, Crewkerne, Somerset, Tailor. April7. Comp. Reg 
pri 
Gardiner, Rev Robt Fanquier, Roche, Cornwall, Clerk. April 1. Comp. 
Reg April 16 
Gaskell, Jas Herald, Leigh, Lancaster, Printer. March 18, Asst. 
Reg April 15, 
bay a i Wm, Aston, Warwick, Agent. April9. Comp. Reg 
Gill, C re Wellington, Salop, Clock Maker. April7. Comp. Reg 
pril 
Grassam, W m, Gt Driffield, York, Painter. April 6. Asst. Reg 
pril 15. 
Greenwood, Wm, Burnley, Lancaster, Cotton Manufacturer. March 24. 
Asst. Reg April 7. 
Griffiths, Ann, Bristol, Greengrocer. March 18. Asst. Reg April 15. 
Hancock, David, High Wycombe, Buckingham Coppersmith. April 
9. Comp. Reg April 17. 
Harding, Totterdown, Bristol, Builder. March 20, Asst. Reg 
Apri 


pri 
= Sat Ww, Leadenhall-st, Picture Dealer. March 25. Asst, Reg 
pril 13 
Hill, Edwin, Bristol, Grocer. April6. Comp. Reg April 15. 
_— -_ Barnard Castle, Durham Grocer. March20. Asst. Reg 
il} 
Huge les, Tena , Fishguard, Pembroke, Builder. March 14. Comp. Reg 
pril 
Johnson, Saml, Gt Yarmouth, Nerfolk, Fish Merchant. March 18. 
Comp. Reg April] 5. 
Johnson Thos Wm, Wm Langwell, & Hy Spring. Sheffield, Glass 
Manufacturers. March 17. Comp. Reg April 15 
Jones, Ellen, Bwichgwyn, Denbigh, Provision Dealer. March 27, 
Asst. Reg April 17, 
a Edwd, Chester, Timber Merchant. April7, Comp. Reg April 


Jones, Wm, Abercarne, Monmouth, General Dealer. March 17. Comp. 
Reg April 15, 

Jones, Edmd Fras, Teqtepery, Gloucester, Corn Dealer. March 18, 
Comp. Reg April 15 

Lenton, John, Landport, Hants, Grocer. March 18. Asst. Reg April 


Litgiewood, Benj, New-rd, Woolwich, Watch Manufacturer. April 14. 
Comp, Reg April 15. 

Lockwood, Chas, Hipperholme, York, Innkeeper. April 11. Comp. 
Reg April 16. 

Mann, Jas Matthew, Norwich Photographic Artist, March 25, Asst. 
Keg April 16, 

Mark, Geo, Plymouth, Devon, Chemist. April4. Comp. Reg April 


Mathias, Wm iain Pentre, Glamorgan, Grocer. March 16. Asst 
Reg April 15 

Mendelson, Jacob, Lpool, Jeweller. April 8. Comp. Reg April 15. 

Micklewright, John, Tipton Stafford, ont of basinegy: ea) $0, :Comp. 
Reg April 15. 

Mortimor, Robt, Durham Grocer. Apvil6. « Wants ‘Mog: ABil 1we 

Mound, Augustus Robt, Vr a pl, Stoane-B, Chelsca, Gdtver:& April 
lo, Comp. Reg April 17 

Newcomb, Benj, Holloway-rd, Inlibgton, Tailor. avril 1, Comp, 
Reg April 17, 





ag Wm Walter, Kingsland-rd, waiple’ April 6, Asst. Reg 

April | 

Oswald, Geo, Durhan, Publican. Aprill. Comp. Reg April17. 

Paria, Ge Geo, Three Colt-st, Old Ford, Grocer. March 16, Comp. Reg 
pril 15. 

Pasteidge, Bis = Kingston-upon-Hull, Publican. March 21. Comp. 
eg April | 

Pedey, Fras saan Lpool, Grocer. March 31. Comp. Reg 
pril 15. 

Plummer, Wm, Hounslow, Grocer. April 16. Comp. Reg April 17. 

ren John, Dudley, Worcester, Draper. March 31. Asst. Reg 
April 15, 

Redfearne, Richard Tantum, Blackfriars-rd, Jeweller. April 11, Comp. 
Reg April 16. 

wren Benj, Caistor, Lincoln, Grocer. March 17. Ast. Reg 


April Ll. ae 
Sharpe, Alfred, Huddersfield, York, Tanner. March 28, Gofal 
Apri 
Slatter, Chas, Commercial-p], Lewisham-rd, Baker. April 1s 


Reg April 16. 

Smith, Eli, Manningham, York, Stuff Merchant. March 20. ab. 
Reg April 15. 

Stanton, Wm, Birdsmoregate, Crewkerne, Somerset, Innkeeper. March 
16, Comp. Keg April 15, 

Tainsh, Robt, Birkenhead, Chester, Gent. March 24, Asst. Reg 
April 17. 

Tait, _ Lintz Colliery, Durham, Grocer. March 30. Asst, Reg 
April 10. 

Toe april le Matthew, Pocklirgton, York, Grocer. March 2}. Asst. 

g April 
Teampoees, Saul, Handsworth, Stafford, Ironmoulder. April 4. Comp. 


Reg April 16. 
Thornton, Thos, Kentish-town-rd, Draper. March 26. Comp. Reg 
April 16. 


Tynne, Edwd, Cromwell-pl, South Kensington, Esq. April 15. Asst. 
Reg April 17. 

—-_ John, High Bentham, York, Butcher. March 23. Comp. 

eg April 15 

Trumam, Jonathan Hall, Whittlesey, Cambridge, Cattle Dealer. March 
21. Comp. Reg April 16. 

Turner, Godfrey Wordsworth, Vorley-villas, Upper Holloway, Journal- 
ist. March is, Comp. Reg April | 15, 





eg Geo, High-st, Camden-town, Sh I April 9, Comp. Reg 

April 16, 

Ward, John, Collyhurst Bridge, Manch Soap Boiler. April 9. Comp. 
Reg April 16, 


Winscon, Chas Sydney, Sheffield, York, Draper. March 28. Asst. 
Reg April 17. 

Wyatt, John Graves, Plumstead-rd, Auctioneer. Feb 28, Comp. Reg 
April 16. 

Young, Ww, Bristol-gardens, Maida-bill, Draper March 25, Asst. 
Reg April 17. 

Tvespay, April 21, 1868, 

Acton, Arthur, Nottingham, Smallware Dealer. April8. Comp. Reg 
April 18. 

Andrews, “John Stanley Hoffman, Greenheys, Manch, Professor of 
Music. April7. Comp. Reg April 1 20. 

Bagshaw, aa Cheadle, Stafford, Ironmonger. March 20. Asst. 
Reg April 1 

Baron, John, “iteaom, Northumberland, Ironmonger.. March 24. 
Comp. Reg April | ‘ 

Bishop. John, andre ae Belvedere-rd, Lambeth, Carman. March 21. 
Asst. Reg April 17. 

Brandreth, Maclauchian Robt Ernest, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Attorney- 
at-Law. April 17. Comp. Reg April 18 

Bridge, Geo, High-st, Bloomsbury, Cork Merchant. March 23. Asst. 
Reg April 20. 

Prunt, sovene Loughborough, Leicester, Draper. March 28. Asst. 
Reg April 2 

Burch, Walter Sieh Woodbridge, Suffolk, Innkeeper. March 28, Asst. 
Reg "apr: il 18. 

chettieburgh, Robt, Norwich, Saddler, March 31. Asst, Reg 


Apri! 

ciate J John, Stafford, Hosier. March 20, Comp. Reg April 17. 

Cliff, yo ‘gr Halifax, York, Tobacconist. April 11, Comp. 
Rog April 2 

Copson, Saat Hinckley, Leicester, Pawnbroker. March 24, Comp. 
Reg April 18. 

Cottle, Eli, Mountain Ash, Glamorgan, Grocer. April 3. Comp. Reg 


April 2. 

Cresswell, yan Conduit-st, Regent-st, Milliner. March 30. Comp. 
Reg April 18 

Crinean, Margaret Cropper, Bristol, Spinster. Apriil. Comp. Reg 
April 18 


Crinean, Fras Georgiana Antoinette, Bristol, Spinster. April 1. Comp. 
Reg April 18. 

Dawes, Jas, Bewdley, Worcester, Farmer. March 27. Asst. Reg 
April 18. 

Dickon, Kichd, Lpool, Tea Dealer. March 25. Asst. Reg April 20. 

Dilkes, Amos, St Paul’s-rd, Bow » Shirt Manufacturer. April 
17. Comp. Reg April 20. 

Dyson, Chas Wood, Goole, York, Shipping Clerk. March 25. Comp. 
Reg April 18. 

Edwards, Fras, Delahay-st, Westminster, Attorney-at-Law. April 7. 
Asst. Reg April 21. 
Fawell, John Joseph, Heckmondwike, York, Cloth Finisher. March 2. 
Comp. Reg April 18. 2 
Foster, Wm Pollard, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Grocer. April 3. 
Asst. Reg April iv. 

Fox, Thompson, Sunderland, Durham, Grocer. March 30. Comp. Reg 
April 21. 

preneln John Wm, Maesteg. Glamorgan, Ironmonget. April 13. Comp. 
Reg April 17 

Gammon, Chas, High-st, Woolwich, Tobacconist. Aprill5. Asst. Reg 
April 20. 

G er, John Hy, Coventry, Warwick, Publican. April 16. Comp. 
Keg April 21. 
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Gibson, Jas Wilson, Salford, Lancaster, Beer Retailer. March 31, 
Comp. = 20. 

oo, ve Hy, Swindon, Wilts, Corn Factor. March 23, Asst. Reg 

P 

Gough, Edwin Twizell, Weston, nr Bath, Doctor of Laws. April 3. 
Asst. Reg April 20. 

Grimshaw, Po Clitheroe, Lancaster, Brush Maker. April7. Comp. 

“ion 1" Wednesbury, Stafford, Axle Forger April20. Comp. 

pril 21. 
Hart, 7 ye Heckmondwike, York, Plumber. March 21. Comp. 
spain Gees Browne Pigrenee, Brierly-hill, Stafford, Chemist. 


April 1. Comp. Reg April 18 

He: med , Richd, Bolton, Lancaster, Pawnbroker, April 2, Asst, Reg 

~ Ap 

bre Fredi John, Chester, Confectioner. March 31. Asst. Reg 
Comp. 


i, Micha, , Middlesbrough, York, Innkeeper. March 21. 

g April 

Jacobs, John, Cambridge-rd, Mile End, Fishmonger. April 17. Comp. 
Reg April 17. 

J April 7. 


ohnson, Wm, High 1 Wycombe, Bucks, Licensed Victualler. 
Asst. Reg April 20 
Joynson, Aaron Bradbury, & John Brough, Burslem, Sew, Earth- 


enware Manufacturers. March25. Asst. Reg April 
me Jas, Widnes, Lancaster, Grocer. March 23. ‘Asst. Reg 
Kreett, tie rich Christopher, & John po Fenchurch-st, Mer- 
chants. March 30, Asst. Reg April 17 


Lawrence, Geo, Walmer, Kent, Baker. April 3. Asst. Reg April 20. 
ee Lows s Danber, Prisoner for Debt, London. April 16. Comp. 
McRae, = wea, &John Thompson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne,Timber Mer- 
chants. Apri i}. Asst. Reg April 17. 
Middleton, John, Hartlepool, Durham, Engineer. March 23. Asst. 
mie, = Sandhurst, Kent, Farmer. March 21. Asst. Reg 
oo any, Church-st, Croydon, Grocer. March 23, Asst. Reg 
Moore, Jas, City-rd, Draper. March 21, Comp. Reg April 18. 
use, pee! oe Hulme, Lancaster, Druggist. March 31. 
Pe Reg Apri’ 
oe _? ‘tery, Tydfil, Glamorgan, Currier. March 25. Asst. 
Morell, Hy, eg Stockton, Durham, Confectioner. March 25. Asst. 
oe , Ueonad, Fe a -st, City-rd, Artificial Florest. March 24. 
88) 
— a Hightown, York, Joiner. March 28, Reg 
Packer, Go Manel, Plymouth, Devon, Wine Merchant. March 31. 
Philips, Wa, Paddington nr Lpool, Draper. March 24. Asst. Reg 
aie West Cowes, Isleof Wight, Grocer. March 23. Asst. 
D 
| wm, Lpool, Boot Manufacturer. March 21. Comp. Reg 
Powell, Hy John, Approach. rd, Vietoria-Park, Theatrical Manager. 
April 15. Comp 
Prophet, Wm Hy, Piranch, got April 20. Comp. Reg April 21. 
Ratsey, John Madden, East Cowes, Isle of Wight, Chemist. March 27. 
Comp. Reg April 20. 
— "> gg GreatYarmouth, Norfolk,Grocer. April 3. Comp. Reg 
ringer J John, Briston, Norfolk, Farmer. March 21. Asst. Reg 
Ap’ 
Savage, John _ Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Smackowner. April 15, 
Pp. A 20, 
samt riche, i Upholsterer, April 6. Comp. Reg 
‘ie haan Wm, Norwich, Wine Merchant. April 18. Asst 
seater, ‘Cawsion, Woolpit, Suffolk, Farmer, April 8. Asst. Reg 
a am, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Grocer. April, 16. Asst. Reg 
es, Thos, Aberaman, Glamorgan, Boot Maker. April 15. Comp. 
Tampon, John, Box Bowerbank, Sheerness, Kent, Draper. March 24. 
Thompeon, Toseph, Pierce Bridge, Ducham, out of business. April 16. 
Thornes, —, Baan aetn, Fish Merchant. March 25, Asst. 
reins ohn, Ibstock, Leicester, Shopkeeper. March 24. Asst. Reg 


Walbs, John, Norwich, Builder April13. Conv. Reg April 20. 
Walker, eo. Sheffield, Surgical Instrument Maker. April 2. Asst. 


Wheeler Joseph, Auneryo-s8, Wi Wandsworth , Builder. April 6, 
mp. Apri 
April 20, 08, TChialedon, Wilts, Blacksmith. March 23. Asst. Reg 


Wolte, Jacob, & Napthali Blaseback, Leeds, Jewellers. April 2. 
Comp. wap age. 

Wright, Robt, Wm, Grafien-xeneast, Victoria-rd, Kentish-town. 
April 8. Comp. Reg April 20 


SBankruypts. 
Farpar, April 17, 1868, 
anes To Surrender in London. 
Job, Landport, Hants, Boot Maker. Pet April 9. 
May | at 2. Westall and Co, Leadenhall-st. ‘ 


Comp. 





Pepys. 





gy Hy, Albert-villas, South Norwood, Builder. Pet April 11. 
ay 5at12. Parry, Croyden-grove, Croydon. 
Cuiteoden John Franks, Lee, Kent, Surgeon, Per April 15. Roche. 
April 29 at 1. Chidley, Old ove i 
Clark, Thos, Henrietta-ter, Creek-rd, Deptford, Labourer. Pet April 9, 
April 29 at 2, Wild & Barber, Tronmonger-iane. 
Cooper, Fredk ‘Walter, New-st, Vincent-sq, Westminster, Butler. Pet 
April 15. Murray. May 4 atll. Greaves, Essex-st, Stran 
Costin, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London, April 9, (for pau). Pepys. 
May 5 at 12. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
= s, John, High-st, Notting-hill, out of business. Pet April 15, May 
at ll. Ablott, Cambridge-ter, Hyde-park. 
ll-st, Edgware-rd, News Agent. Pet April 15. Roche 
April 29 at'2, Oliver, AN srr gg Bo Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
zell, Benj, Thos, Wilmott-st, Bethnal-green-rd, out of business. 
Pet April 7, April 29 at 1. Brown, Basinghall-st. 
Holden, Jas, Triangle-ter, London Fields, Hackney, Clerk. Pet Apri! 
15. Roche. April 29at1. Brooks, New North-rd, Hoxton. 
Howell, Geo Edmond, Prisoner for Debt, La ngs Pet April 11 (for pau). 


Pepys. Maylati2. Drake, Basinghall-s 

Howse, Alfred, Prisoner for Debt, London. pet April 15. Pepys. 
May 5ati1. Morris, Leicester-sq. 

Ingram, Joseph, Gordon-ter, ho aga King’s-cross. Pet April 7. 


April 29 at !. Kent, Leadenhall-s' 

Johnson, John Folkard, Sees, Thornton-heath, Carman. Pet 
April 9. April 29 at (é Nash & Co, Suffolk-lane. 

Lampard, Wm, Piccadilly, Hotel Keeper. Pet April9, Pepys. May ! 
m. 1, Pittman, Uoper Stamford-st. 
Levy, Zachariah, Bell-lane, Spitalfields, Grocer. Pet April15. May 6 
at li. Murray, Gt St Helen’s. 

— John, Prisoner for Debt, London. April 9 (for pau). April 29 


Ruf, *iosiah, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet April 15 (for pau). Roche. 
April 29 at 1. Drake, Basinghall-st. 

Thomas, Fredk Hy, Frederick-st, Greenwich, Master Mariner. Pet 
am 9. April 29 at 2. Wealake & Letts, King’s Bench-walk 


mple 

Worley. Rich, Tavistockegardens, Cornwall-rd, Paddington, Builder. 
Pet April8. April 29at1. Daniels & Co, Fore-st. 

Watson, Geo, ey Debt, London, Pet April 15 (for pau). Murray. 
May 4atll. ne » Basinghall-st. 

Wittenburgh, Marks, St Mary-at-hill, Tailor. Pet March 2. May 
at 12, aston, King’s-arms-yai 

Young, Jas Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 15 (for pau. ) 
May 6at12. Drake Basinghall-st. 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Attwood, Thos, Exeter, Earthenware Dealer. Pet Aprill!. Exeter, 
April 28 at ll. Fryer, Exeter. 
Banks, Richd, Wednesbury, Stafford Miner. Pet Aprill4. Walsall 


May6ati2. Brevitt, Walsall. 
Barton, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj March 20. South- 
gate. Gravesend, April 25 at U1. : 
Bennett, Wm, Redruth, Cornwall, Grocer. Pet March 30. Peter. Red- 
ruth, April 28 at 11. Nalder, Redruth. 
Beevers, Joseph Hardcastle, Manningham, York, out ae business. Pet 
April 14. Bradford, April 28 at 9.15. Terry & Co, B: ford. 
Bradburn, Jas, Barrow-in- Furness, Lancaster, ag 


Pet April 7. 
Macrae. Manch, May 4at!1. Sale & Co, Man 


Camus, Lonis & Philippe Tuzao, Lpool, Ship a. Pet April 15. 
Lpool, April 30 at 11. Williams, Lpool. 
Chinn, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, hoa Adj April 9. Hill, Birm, 


April 29 at 12. James & Griffin, Bi 

Chinn, Hy, j jun, Prisoner for Debt, Scanenee. Adj April 9. Hill. Birm, 
April 29 at 12, James & Griffin, Birm. 

Curry, John, Shepton Mallett, Somerset, Tailor. Pet April 15, Wilde. 
Bristol, Aprit 29 at 11, Nalder, Shepton Mallett, 

Dixon, Margaret, Armathwaite, Cumberland, Widow. Pet April 13. 
Halton. Carlisle, April 28 at 11. Wannop, Carlisle. 

Edwards, Edwin, Brades Village, Oldbury, Worcester, Greengrocer. 
Pet April 14. Watson. Oldbnry, April 27 at ll. Shakespeare & 
Hartill, Oldbury. 

Elloitt, Geo, Ware, Hertford, ga Pet April 13, 

Hertford, May 2 atil, Cobham, W: 
Elyidge, Robt, Nottingham. Draper’s Assistant, Pet April 14, Patchitt. 
ottin, ham, June 17 at 10.30. k, . 
et 


Evans, Chas 


Spence. 


ilip, Luton, Bedford, Journeyman ga 
April 13. Austin, Luton, April 28 at 10. or Fee 
Fenner, Hillman, St. Lawrence, Kent, bes ag «lt et ‘Apt 13, Snow- 
den. Ramsgate, April 29 at 12. Dorman, Mar; 
Fletcher, John, Prisoner for Debt, Worcester. ‘Ady A ‘April 9. Hill, Birm, 
April 29at 12. James & Griffin, Birm 
Folger, Gottlieb Wm, Lewes, Sussex. "Pet April 11 (for pau), Blaker. 
Lewes, April 30 at 12. Kimberly, Fenchurch-st. 
Froggatt, ger Oldham, Lancaster, out of business. Pet April 15. 
Tweedale. Oldham, April 29 at 12. Ciark, Oldham. 
Govier, Isaac, Taunton, Innkee ot Fa April 13. Meylor. Taunton, 
April 29 at 10. Trenchard, 
— Prisoner for Debt, Deachoaee. Adj April 9. Exeter, April 
a 
Green, Chas, Edwin, Grantham, Lincoln, Watchmaker. Pet April 14. 
Thompscn. Grantham, May 4 at 1). Malin, Grantham. 
Hargreaves, Benj, & Wm Simpson, Bnrnley, Lancaster, Cotton Mauu- 
facturers. Pet April8. Macrae. Manch, April 29 at 11. Marsiand 
& Addieshaw, Manct:. 
Hinde, Thos, gone A ved pas, Birkenhead. Adj Deo 14. Wason. 
Birkenhead, April 28 
Jolley, Wm, Wigan. Scie Grocer. Pet April 13. Macrae. Manch, 
April 30 . Gardner, Manch. 
Lame, Thos, ‘Wiarkoe Desping, Lincoln, Se Seedsman. Pet April 13. 
Bell, May 5 at 1 
- Longfieet, Dosa: Farmer. Pet April hy Dickinson. Poole, Apri? 
29 at 12.30. Tanner, Winborne. 
Lewis, Ji on Aylesbury, Buckingham, Fellmonger. Pet April 11. Wat- 
son. Aylesbury, April 28 at 10. Clarke, Aylesbury. 
Liddon, Win Lambeth, Bristol, out of business. 
Bristol, May 8 at12, Clifton, 


Pet April 9, Harley. 
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Martin, Wm, Manch, Bootmaker. Pet April7. Macrae. Manch, A: April 
30 at 12. Storer, Manch. 
. Brighton, Sussex, Out of business. Pet aaa 11 (for pau). 
Blaker. Lewes, A ril 30 S 12. Barrow, Cannon-s' 
Nuttall, Laurence, caster, Bookseller. Pet April 13. 
Jackson. Rochdale, May 5° at 10. Standring, jun, Rochdale. 
Oakes, John, iadleecatees, Stafford, Bootmaker. Pet April 14° Hill. 
Birm, April 29 at 12. Parry, Birm. 
Parker, Frank Southcombe, 1, Licensed Victualler. Pet April 15, 
Lpool, May 4.at 11, Etty, Lpool. 
gy om Cooper, Ladybarn, Lancaster, Butcher. Pet April 15. 
Macrae. Manch, May 1 at 12. Nuttall, Manch. 
Pattison, Jas, Carlisle, Joiner. Pet April 13. Halton, Carlisle, April 
28 at Il. Wannop, 
Payne, John, King’s-hill, Cannock, Stafford, Charter Master. Pet April 
15. Walsall, May 6 at 12. Ebsworth, Wednesb jury: 
Philpott, Geo, Smethwick, Stafford, Blacksmith. Pet April5. Watsor. 
Oldbury, April 23 at 11. Shakespeare & Hartill, Oldbury. 
Pickett, Richd, South Marston, Wilts, Butcher. Pet April 11. Town- 
send, Swindon, April 28 at 11. Lovett & Son Cricklade 
Powell, Wm, West Bromwich, Stafford. Pet April 9. Watson. Old- 
bury, April 27 at 11, Shakespeare & Hartill, Oldbury. 
Radford, m Morgan, Swansea, Glamorgan, Cooper. Pet April 9. 
=e Swansea, May 5 at 2. Morris Swansea. 
Reader, Joseph, Holme, York no occupation. Pet April 13. Porter. 
Howden, April 30 at 10. Green, Howden. 
_ Hy, Hunslet, Leeds, Innkeeper. Pet April 15, April 27 at 11. 
msley, Leeds. 
Sanders, Joseph, Lancaster, Basket Maker. Pet April13. Postlethwaite. 
Ulverston, April 27 at 10. Poole, Ulverston. 
dick, Geo, Dukestown, Brecon, Beer Retailer. Pet April 13. 
Shepard. Tredegar, Ma’ 5atll. Harris, Tredegar. 
Sherren, Hy Jas Wilson, Melcombe Regis, pores Glass Dealer. Pet 
April 15. Exeter, April 29 at 2, Howard, Weymouth. 
Simpson, David, "Hanbu ry-wharf, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet April 15. Hill. Bir, April 29 at2. James, & Griffin, Birm. 


Sowden, Saml, Bradford, York, Woolstapler. Pet April 15. Leeds. 
April 27 at 11. Wool & Killick, Bradford 

Sullivan, Robt Desmond, Devonport, Devon, Gent. Pet April 9- 
Exeter, May 6 at 12.30. Clarke, Exeter. 

—_ oe Bradford York, Woolstapler. Pet April 2. Leeds, Apri 
27 ai Wood & Killick, Brad ford 1 


Tiston,. hemeen, Windle-hill, Chester. Pet April 14. Wason. Bir- 
kenhead, April 28 at 2. Pemberton, Lpool. 

Ulder, Edwd Louis, Addlestone, Surrey, Linen Draper. Pet April 13. 
Gregory. Chertsey, May | at 11. Graze & Paine, Chertsey. 
Wimpenny, Mary, Height-in-Linthwaite, York, Farmer. Pet April 6. 

Jones. Huddersfiel Say 27 at 10. Sykes, Huddersfield. 
Winks, David, Halifax, York, Butcher, Pet April 14, Rankin, Halifax, 
May’ Lat lo. Jubb, Halifax. 
Tuespay, April 21, 1868. 
To Surrender in Londen. 
Allen,aRichd Lowance, Market-st, Poplar New Town, Grocer. Pet 
April 16. Murray. May 4a¢ 12. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Alexander, a Gloucester-st, Pimlico, Clerk. Pet April 15, Pepys. 
May 5at1. Roberson, ford-row, Holborn 

Barrows, Joseph Grimes, High Holborn, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
April ow Pepys. May Sat |. Mitchael, Gresham-buildings, Bas- 
inghall-st. 

Baxter, Joseph Stephen, South-grove, East Mildmay-park, out of busi- 
ness. Pet April 17. Pepys. May 5at 2. Evans, Gt St Helen’s, 

Chapman, Thos Robt, (otherwise Thos Hy,), Wren-rd, Camberwell, 
Pet Aprill6. Pepys. May 5 at 1. Brighten, Bishopgate- st, With— 


out. 

Crick, Wm, Thaxted, Essex, Cooper, Pet April 16. 
at 11. Cardinall. Halsted : 

Cross, Robt, Queen’s-rd Lower Edmonton, out of business, Pet April 15. 
May 6 at 12. Biggenden, Walbrook. 

Dickeson, Sarah, Whitecross-st, Southwark, no business. Pet April 16, 
Murray. May 4 at 12, Ody, Trinity-st, Southwark. 

Fox, David, Ramsgate, Kent, Builder. Pet, April 17. May 6 at 1. 

Pet April 17, 


Mason & ‘Co, Gresham-st. 
Frees. hhy, Aldermanbury, Woollen Merchant. 
Murray. May4at!. Herbert & Co, Gresham-buildings. 
Heckell, Chas, Russell-st, Rotherhithe, Ship Chandler, Pet April 16. 
May 6at!. Popham, Basinghall-st, 
Herring, Alfred Hy, Dame-st, Packington-st, Islington, Licensed Vic- 
tuallers’ Lael Pet April 18. Murray. May 4at 1. Steadman, 


London-wal! 
Hurrell, Geo, Burnham, Essex, fn al Pet Aprill5. Pepys. 
“Pet April 16. 


Murray. May 4 


May bat 12. Evans, John-st, Bedford-ro' 

La Blanche, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, agg 
May 4 at 12. Pook, Laurence Pountney-hill. 

Littledale, Ambrose Dawson, Buckingham-st, Strand, out of business. 
April 15. May 6 at 12. Ellis & Co, St Michael’s Alley, Cornhill. 

Maynard, Geo, Machinist Prisoner for Debt. Pet April16, May 6 
atl. Mirfin, Staple-inn, 

Millsent, John Oliver. Ann-st, West-st, Mile End. Old Town, Proprie- 
tor of Steam Saw Mills. Pet April 17. Murray. May 4 at 12. Rickets 
Frederick-st, Gray’s-inn-rd. 

Overton, Wm, Prisoner for Debt. a..J Bors 16 (for pau.) Pepys 
May 5at i. Hicks, Orchard-st, P n-sq. 

Pain, Geo, Old Kent-rd. Peer mn April 17, Pepys. 

2. Moss, Gracechurch-st, 

Pullinger, Lucy, Ganterbury, Tea Dealer. Pet Aprill5, Murray. May 
4atl. Dalton, St Clement’s-house, Clement’s-lane. 

Stevens, John, Prisoner for Debt. a April 17 (for pau.) Roche. 
May 6 at 11. Spencer, Coleman-s: 

Sydney, Sydney Isaac, Jewry-st, Aldgate, Attorney Pot April 7. 
May 5 Murray, Gt St Helen's 

Wagner, Emaii, Prisoner for Debt. 


Murray. 


May 5 at 


Pet April 15 (for pau.) Brougham. 


May tatvl., Drake, Basinghall-st. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Averns, Josiah, Courthouse-green, eee of business, Pet 
April 15. Kirby, May tat 3. Smalibone, Coventry. 
Bailey, Elliss, Leeds, Tea Dealer, Pet Aprill8, Leeds, May 4 at 11. 
Spirett, Leeds, 





Bainton, Wm, Kingston-upon-Hull, Brickla: ees F mem 
Kingston-upon- Hall, all, Se un. Spare & ” 


— Anat April 16. Druitt. Christehureb, May’ 9 ot 1a. 
eeper y Sharp, 
Christehureh. ’ 


Bannister, Chas, Dery, Stafford, Grocer. Pet April 7. Tudor. 
Bellett, Ro can i sbi Dov anacper Pet Aprii 14. Square. 
tt, r, Kingsbri vou ee per. \e 
Kings! ge May 1 at ll. Davies, K ~y~ yg 
Bennett, John Riles, Kingeion-apon-Hl India Rubber Merchant. 
Pet April 17. Phillips -upon-Hull, May 4 at 12. Sum- 
Pet April 17. 


mers, Hull, 
Painter. Phillips. 
Noble, Hull. 
lackburne 
 . Birm, Saddler. Pet April 16. 
Sal- 
’ Stringer, 
Chapman, Geo, New Duston, nr Nesthemglen, 
Rawlins, Market Har- 


Benson, Hy, Kingston-upon-Hull, 
BiackGarne, Win, Eposl, Tailor” Pot April i, Lpool, May 7 at 13 
r. . at 12. 
Haigh & Co, Lpool. — ag 
Guest. Birm, May 15 
Button, Joe Ps dl Greengrocer. Pet April 18. Hul 
itton, John, Pen eton ° ulton. 
ford, May 2'at 9.30. St Manch. 
Brockbank, Jaa, j un, St Helen’s, Lancaster, _ Maker. Pet April 18. 
Ansdell. man, May6atll. Swift, St Heleo’s. 
Carpenter. Pet April 
e Dennis. Northampton, May 2 at 12. 
roug! 
carlton, Michael, ftyhope Colliery, Durham, Sivecte. Pet April 
Marshall. Sunderland, May 8 at 12. Sell, Sunderland. 


cottrell Eliza Emily, Bristol, Milliner, Pet April 18, Wilde. Bris- 
tol, May 2 at 11. Henderson, Bristol. 

Croft, Richd, Metheringham, Lincoln, way Pet Aprill8. Tudor. 
Birm, May 5atll. Toynbee & Larken, Lincoln. 


Crowhurst, Albert Towse, Brighton, Sussex, "Fly Driver. Pet 
i6, Evershed. Brighton, May 6 at Il. Runnacles, Krighton. 





Cartis, Wm, sen, Dorking, Norfolk, Bricklayer. Pet April 16. Wat- 
son, Little Walsingham, May 7 at3. Loynes & Son, Wells. 
Dillon, Geo, Bath, Somerset, Butcher. Pet April 15. Smith. Bath 
May 4 at ll. Bartrum, Bath, 
Doley, Wm, Birchills, Stafford, Publican. Pet April !7. Walsall, May 
6 at 12, Sheldon, Wednesbi esbury. 
Hy, t Nottingham, Warehouse Porter. Pet April 


16. Patehitt. Nottingham, Tene 16 at 10.30. Belk, Nottingham. 
Durant, Wm Ryder, Milford, Pembroke, Licensed Victualler, 
April18. Wilde. Bristol, May 2 at lt. Clifton, Bristol. 
Edgeley, Geo, Wisbech, Cambridge, Waterman. Pet Aprill8, Met- 
calfe. Wis » May 7atll. Ollard, Wisbech. 
Gee, Edwd Collier, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancaster, Manager of a 
Cotton Mill. Pet April!7. Macrae. Mdnch,May5ati2, Rich- 


ardson, Manch 
Pet April 17. Tudor. Birm, 


Green, John, Worcester, Timber — 
May l at 12. Corbet, Kiddermins 
Hardy, Wm, East Retford, leuaue Gtork. Pet April 28. Newton. 


East Retford, — 4at10. Bescoby, East Retford. 
Hodgson, Hy, — , Assistant Surveyor. Pot April 16. Hime. Lpool. 
May 4 at 3. rdon, Lpool. 


Holbrow, Wm, Pontygwaith, Glamorgan, Publican. Pet April 15. 
Spickett. Pontypridd, pas 298 12. Grover, Pontypridd. 

Hudspeth Jas, Gateshead, Durham, Labourer. Pet April 16. Ingledew. 

Gateshead, May 2 at 11. Woolston, Gateshead 

Jeffels, Sarah, South Shields, Durham, Licensed, Retailer ef Ale. Pet 
April 15, Wawn, South Shields, May 4 at 1. Dancan, South Shields. 

Johnson, Obadiah Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Pet April 16. 
Macrae, Manch, May6 att]. Johnson & Tilly, Lancaster. 

Kemp, Jas. Sheffield, Butcher. Pet April 16. Wake. Sheffield, May 6 at 
1. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Leadbetter, Geo, Highfields, — Ironfounder. Pet April 16, Hill. 
Birm, May 6. at 12. Wood, Birm. 

Lovell, Joseph, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Painter. Pet April 14. 
— Weston-super-Mare, May 4 at 11. Smith, Weston-super- 


Mace, Chas, Norwich, Tobacconist. Pet April 13. Palmer. Norwich, 
April 29 at 11. Tillett, Norwich. 

Massey, Reginald, Accrington, Laneaster, Cotton Manufacturer. Pet 
April 15, Macrae. Manch, May4ati2. Sale & Co, 

Matthews, Wm, Wombourne, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet April 13 
Brown. Wolverhampton, May 4at 12. Stratton, Wolverhampton, 

M’Cormick, Wm, jun. St, Helen’s, Lancaster, Assistant Manager. Pet 
April 15. Lpool, te 5atll. Evans & Co, Lpool. 

Mortlock John Fredk, Cambridge, Bookseller. Padi April 16, Eaden. 
Cambridge, April 30 at 3. 

Newall, Herbert, Cleobury, Mortimer, Salop, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
April 15, Trow. April 29at10. Saunders jun., Cleobury, Morti- 
mer. 

Reed, Joseph, New Shildon, Durham, Joiner. Pet April 18. Trotter. 
Bishop Auckland, May 2 at 11. Thornton, Bishop Auckland, 

Richards, John Green, Wolverhampton, outof business. Pet April 18, 
Tudor. Birm, May 8 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm, 

Robinson, Saml, Melton Mowbray, Leicester, , Haberdashe:. Pet April 14 
Oldham, Melton Mowbray, May 6 at 10. Owston Leicester. 

Ro! bertson, oer Lpool, Draper. Pet April 16. Lpool, May 7 at 11. 


Haigh & 
ay avin Trelawny, Bath, gg aD gy or Maker. Pet April 
Bath, May4atii. MoCarthy, Bai 
shisid, ‘alfred. Prisoner for Debt, Leicester. ‘Adj ‘pei 9. Ingram, 


Leicester. May % at 10. Owston, Leicester. 

Smith, John, Wigan, Lancaster, Watchmaker. Pet April 16. 
Manch, May 6 at 12. Gardntr, Manch. 

Smith, Richd, Loughborough, Leicester, Licensed Victualler. 


Macrae. 
Pet 


Aprili6. Tador. Birm, May 5at1l1. Deane, Loughborough. 
Starkey, Thos, & Chas Stark » Pelsall, Stafford, 
Apri 17. Tudor. Birm, tat 13, Daigaan & Lewis, W 


Styles, Chas, Kidderminster, Worcester, Labourer. Pet A 15. 
Talbot. K . Batham, a, ape 


wa At... 
Tacon, Robt, Rochdale, Lancaster, m Agent. Pet April 16, 
Macrae. Manch, May 5 at 12. nae any om » Manch. 
Thomas, John, Carnarvon, Blacksmith. Pet April 17. Lpool, May 5 
nt, 2 Richa, Bilston , Stafford, Butcher. Pet April 8, Brown, 
Thompson, r. 4 
Welvethameten, ing 4.98 th, Fellows, Bilston. 
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Tole, Wm, Manchester, Fishmonger. Pet April 17. Kay, April {7° 
May 5 at 9.30. Marsland. & Addleshaw, Manchester. 

Tribe, Wm Pacy, Brighton, Susex, Boot & Dress Maker. Pet April 16. 
Evershed. Brighton, May 6at1l. Mills, Brighton. 

Wallop, Josiah, Exeter, Waiter. Pet April 17. Daw. Exeter, May 2 
atll. Floud, Exeter. 

Walton, Thos, York, Bookbinder. Pet Aprili7. Perkins. York, May 


Sat 12. » York. 

Wheeley, Chas Saunders, Teignmouth, Devon, Barrister-at-Law. Pet 
April 15. Exeter. May4at1l. Hirtzel, Exeter. 

Whitfield, Edwin Fras, Truro, Cornwall, Cooper. Pet April 15. Chil- 
cott. Truro, May il at4. Carlyon & Paull, Truro. 

Woods, Thos, Feliing, Durham, out of business.. Pet April 17. Ingle- 
dew. Gateshead, Britton, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Woodhead, Moses. Oldham, Lancaster, out of business. Pet April 16, 
Tweedale. Oldham, May 6 atl2. Ascroft, Oldham. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Farrbay, April 17, 1868, 


Jones, Uriah Halsall, Lpool, Builder. April 8. 
Taleen, John Axel, Burdett-rd, Limehonse, Drug Grinder. April 16. 
Warren, Mark, Caledonian-rd, Islington, Milliner. April 16. 


Toxspay, April 21, 1868. 


Buck, Wm, East Farleigh, Kent, Farmer. April 16. 
Douglas, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Cardiff. April 18. 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 

T 37, (LD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 

‘ Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
orm:— 


Date...... 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor’ 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. e., whether for a term certian, ar by 
annual or other payments) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land ur build- 
ngs, state the net annual income) 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


FRANK SMITH & Co., 
ROBE MAKERS TO THE LORDS JUSTICES 


Judges’, Serjeants’ -at-Law, and Queen’s Counsel's 
Gowns, Bands, &e. 


BAR GOWNS, 2, 24, AND 3 GUINEAS. 


ProrosaL ror LoAN on MortGAGes, 





FRANK SMITH & CO. 
13, SOUTHAMPTON STREET, STRAND, LONDON, W.C. 





LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
ing of, pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable propertiesjrenders it in appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread, King’s. 
i oo eee Fo) “ee ee eo ee 


Table Forks,perdoz...... 110 Qandil 18 0 240 2104 
Dessert ditto ...sseeeeeee 1 0 Oandl 10 0 132 0 115 6 
110 Oandl ie 0 240 210 0 
1 0 Oand110 0 112 0 115 0 





2 012 Oando 18 20 150 


Tea SpOOns ..ccsesecces 0 1 
Every Article forthe Table asin Silver. A Sample Tea Spoon for 
warded on receipt of 20 stamps. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 





LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :~ 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d. ; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setofsix. Table Knives anda 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
is, 6d. setofthree; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s.*he set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s.6d.; Coal Scuttles,2s.6d, A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celevrated for 50 years. 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., 16s,, and 18s. per dozen. White Bone Knives 
ont Soa ee. 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All war- 
ranted. 
As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur« 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices ‘Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmor- 
gery, &c, Maybe had gratis or post free. Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
nama, for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered curriage free 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 236, STRAND, LONDON, 

Opposite Somerset Housa. 





I AW.—Wanted, in a City office, a Clerk competent 
4 to conduct the Conveyancing and Chancery department, Apply, 


TNITED LAW OLERKS’ SOCIETY. 


The Right Honourable the LORD CHIEF BARON KELLY will 
Preside at the 36th Anniversary Dinner, on Tuesday, the 2nd day of 
June next. 

Freemasons’ Tavern, HARRY G. ROGERS, 

April 23rd, 1868. Secretary. 


THE NEW STAMP DUTIES. 
ACHER’S DIGEST of STAMP DUTIES, 
Sixth Edition, with Addenda showing the ALTERATIONS IN 
Duties Mave sy Acts Passed «nN 1866 aND 1867. 8vo., cloth, 7s. 
London: Vacher & Sons, 29, Parliament-street. 
tapi! Just I ublished, in 2 vols royal 8vo, price £3 10s., cloth, f 
AYLOR’S LAW OF EVIDENCE.—Fifth Edi- 
tion. A Treatise on the Law of Evidence, as administered in 
England and Ireland, with illustrations from the American and other 
foreign laws. By JOHN PITT TAYLOR, Esq., Judge of the County 
Courts for Lambeth, Greenwich, and Woolwich. 
‘Wn. MaxweE tt & Son, 29, Flect-street. 











Just published, Second Edition, ee one vol. royal 8yo, price £1 18s., 


cloth, 
‘T\UDOR’S LEADING CASES on MERCANTILE 
and MARITIME LAW. A Selection of Leading Cases on Mer- 
cantile and Maritime Law, with Notes. Second Edition, By OWEN 
DAVIES TUDOR, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
Wo. Maxwewt & Son; H. Sweer; and Srevens & Sons. 





MOSELY’S HANDY-BOOK OF ELEMENTARY LAW, 
Just published, 12mo, 7s., cloth, 
A PRACTICAL HANDY-BOOK OF ELEMEN- 
TARY LAW;; designed for the use of Articled Clerks, with a 

Course of Study, and Hints on Reading for the Intermediate and Final 
Examinations. By M.S, MOSELY, Solicitor, Clifford’s-inn Prizeman, 
M. T. 1867. 
London; Burrernworrus, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’s Law Pub- 
lishers. 





INSTITUTES OF EQUITY. 
This day is published, price 10s., cloth boards, 

NSTITUTES of the JURISDICTION and of tho 

EQUITY JURISPRUDENCE and PLEADINGS of the HIGH 
COURT OF CHANCERY ; with Forms issued in Practice, and with a 
concise view of the Equity Jurisdiction of the County Courts. By 
WILLIAM GRIFFITH, Esq., B.A., Barrister-at-Law. 
H. Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane, Fleet-street. 





SIR T, E. MAY’S PARLIAMENTARY PRACTICE. 
- Sixth Edition. 
This day is published, one very thick vol. 8vo, 35s, cloth, 
PRACTICAL TREATISE on the LAW, PRIVI-. 
LEGES, PROCEEDINGS, and USAGE of PARLIAMENT. By 
Str THOMAS ERSKINE MAY, K.C.B., of the Middle Temple, Bar- 
rister-at-Law, Clerk Assistant of the House of Commons. Sixth 
Edition, revised and enlarged, 

Contents—Book I. Constitution, Powers, and Privileges of Parlia- 
ment.—Book II. Practice and Proceedings in Parliament.—Book III. 
The Manner of passing Private Bills, with the Standing Orders in both 
Houses, and the most recent Precedents. 

London: Burrerwortus, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’s Law Pub- 
lishers. 





B. J. MAYER, 
MAYENCE-ON-THE-RHINE. 
PURVEYOR OF WINES TO HER MAJESTY AND H.R.H. THE 
PRINCE OF WALES. 
TILL & SPARKLING HOCKS & MOSELLES, 
of the very finest qualities, supplied, duty free and carriage paid 
to all parts of the United Kingdom, at moderate charges. Price Lists 
presented on application. 
All communications to be addressed either direct to B. J. MAYER, 
Mayence-on-Rhine; to Messrs. PICKFORD & Co., E.C.; or Messrs 
MACLEAN & WOOLLEY, 63, Lower Thames-street, H.C. 


368. THE MAYFAIR SHERRY. 36° 
Fit for a Gentleman’s Table. 
BOTTLES AND CASES INCLUDED. 
Post Orders on Chapel-street, 8.W. 


(Jharles Ward and Son, 


(Established upwards of a Century,) 
MAYFAIR, W., LONDON. 


36s. THE MAYFAIR SHERRY. 36s. 
XYREEMASONS’ TAVERN COMPANY, Limited, 


Great Queen-street, Lincoln’s-inn.—The Directors beg to announce 
that the Freemasons’ ‘l'avern having been entirely rebuilt is now replete 
with every accommodation for public and private DINNERS, Balls, Con- 
certs, Meetings, Arbitration and Consulting Rooms, The new hall, 
capable of dining 500 persons, and the varieus reception-rooms are the 
most elegant and convenient in London, The establishment can be 
inspected and arrangements entered into upon application to the 
Manager, CHARLES GOSDEN, 











by letter, to G. H., 8, Birchin-lane, 


Wedding Breakfasts provided, 














April 25,1868. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


531 








LONDON AND COUNTY BANKING COMPANY. 


ESTABLISHED 1836. 





SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL, £1,875,000, IN 37,500 SHARES OF £50 EACH. : 


PAID-UP CAPITAL, £750,000. 


RESERVE FOND, £250,000. 





DIRECTORS. 


JOHN EDMUND ANDERDON, Esq. Cc. E. 0 


THOS, TYRINGHAM BERNARD, Esq. 


NATHANIEL ALEXANDER, Esq. | 
ILIP PATTON BLYTH, Esq. 


JOHN WILLIAM BURMESTER, Esq. 
H. C. HILDERS M.P. 
COLES CHILD, Esq. 


sq 
FREDERICK HARRISON, Esq. 
WILLIAM CHAMPION JONES, Esq. 
| WILLIAM NICOL, Esq. 


| JOHN FLEMING, Esq. 


Trustees. 


P. P, BLYTH, Esq. 
WILLIAM NORMAN, Esq. 


J. W. BURESTER, Esq. 
udi' 


W. CHAMPION JONES, Faq, 
RICHARD H. SWAINE, Esq. 


Chief Accountant, 


General 
WILLIAM McKEWAN, Esa, 
Chief Inspector. Assistant General 
W, J. NORFOLK, Esq. WILLIAM HOWARD, Esq. 


Inspectors of Branches. 
H. J, LEMON, Esq., and C. SHERRING, Esq. 


‘er, | 
JAMES GRAY, Es}. 


Solicitors. 
Messrs, WILKINSON & Co. 


Secretary. 
F. CLAPPISON, Esq. 





HEAD OFFICE, 21, Lomparp STREET. 
HOLBORN BRANCH, 324 and 325, High Holborn. 





: THE LONDON AND COUNTY BANK OPENS DRAWING ACCOUNTS with Commercial Houses and Private Individuals, either upon the 
plan Cy See by other Bankers, or by charging a small Commission to those persons to whom it may not be convenient to sustain an agree 
ance. 


permanent 


DEPOSIT ACCOUNTS.—Deposit Receipts are issued for sams of Money placed on these Accounts, and Interest is allowed for such periods and 


at such rates as may be agreed upon, reference being had to the 


the Money Market. 


CIRCULAR NOTES AND LETTERS OF CREDIT are issued, payable in the principal Cities and Towns of the Continent, in Austratia, Canada, 


India, and China, the United States, and elsewhere. 
T 


'HE PURCHASE AND SALE OF GOVERNMENT and other STOCKS, of English or Foreign Shares, effected, and the Dividends, Annuities, 


&c., received for Customers of the Bank. 


“GREAT FACILITIES are also afforded to the Customers of the Bank for the Receipt of Money from the Towns where the Company has 


Branches, 
THE OFFICERS OF THE BANK are bound not to disclose the transactions of any of its Oustomers. 


By Order of the Directors, 
W. M‘KEWAN, General Manager. 








RIENTAL BANK CORPORATION, 
Incorporated by Royal Charter, 30th August, 1951. 





Paid-up Capital £1,500,000; Reserved Fund, £444,000, 


COURT OF DIRECTORS. 
CuainmaN—HARRY GEORGE GORDON, Ex. 
Deputy-CaainmMaN—WILLIAM SCOTT BINNEY, Esq. 


James Blyth, Esq. Alexander Mackenzie, Esq, 
Duncan James Kay, Esq. Lestock Robert Reid, Esq. 
John Bimay Key, Esq. James Walker, Esq. 





Charles J. F. Stuart, Esq., Chief Manager. 
BANKERS, 
The Bank of Engiand; The Union Bank of London. 


The oration grant drafts and negotiate or collect bills yaoi at 
Bombay, Calcutta, Madras, Pondicherry, Ceylon, Hong Kong, Shanghai, 
Yokohama, Singapore, Mauritius, Melbourne, and Sydney, on terms 


which may be ascertained at their office. They also issue circular notes 
for the use of travellers by the Overland Route. 


They undertake the agency of parties connected with India, the pur- 
chase and sale of Indian securities, the safe custody of Indian Government 
paper, the receipt of interest, dividends, pay, pensions, &c., and the 
effecting of remittances between the above-named dependencies, 

They also receive deposits of £100 and upwards, repayable at ten days 
notice, and also for longer periods, the terms for which may be ascer- 
tained on application at their office, 


Office hours, 10 to 3; Saturdays, 10 to 2. 
Threadneedle-street, London 1867, 
Bx Bopal Command. 
METALLIC PEN MAKER TO THE QUEEN. 
JOSEPH GILLOTT, 
Respectfully @frects the attention ¢ the Commercial Public, and of all 
who use 
STEEL PENS, 
to the incomparable excellence of his productions, which for QuaLity 
of MaTerRtaL, Easy Action, and Great DoraBitiry, will ensure universal 


preference. 
THEY CAN BE OBTAINED, RETAIL, OF EVERY DEALER IN 
THE WORLD. 





Wholesale at the Works, Graham-street, Birmingham ; and at the Branch 
a 91, John-street, New York ; and 37, Gracecuurch-street, 





oe AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 
BANKERS. ’ s 
Messrs. GLYN, MILLS, CURRIE, & Co., and BANK OF ENGLAND. 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 
Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 


tomary with Lendon bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal, 
Até ditto ditto ditto. 

At3 ditto ditto 3 ditto ditto, 

ExceprionaL Rates for longer periods than twelve months, particu lars 
of which may be obtained on pet oom ° 

Brits issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bilis purchased or sent 

or collection, 

SaLes anp Porcuasés effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken, 

Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised. 


Every other description of banking business and money agency 
British and Indian, transacted, 
J. THOMSON, Chairman, 





'WENTY THOUSAND POUNDS to be advanced 
on application, in sums of £100 and upwards by the 


PLANET PERMANENT BUILDING AND INVESTMENT SOCIETY 
Upon mortgage of House Property situate in any part of the 
™ United Kingdom, . 


Monthly Repayments, including principal and interest, for each £100 
advanced (less a small premium) :— 








Gyears. | S8years. | l0years. | l2years. | !4 years, 
£3. 4. £s. d. £s. da. £8. 4 £s. da. 
113 2 16 2 1 110 019 2 017 0 





Redemption at any time by payment of balance of principal due. 
Established by Act of Parliament Twenty years, 
Annual business exceeds £100,000. 

EDMUND W. RICHARDSON, Secretary. 
Offices, 7, Finsbury-square, London, E.C.. 
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Clerical, Medical, & General Wife Assurance Society. 


13, ST, JAMES'S SQUARE, LONDON, 8.W. 
Esrantisuep 1824, 
President—THE ARCHBISHOP OF CANTERBURY. 
nagbepeetine teen” J Rent oe Ee aa ° 
: sq., F.R.S. 
Deputy-Chairmen—{ 37 CHARLES LOCOCK, Baxr., F.R.S. 
Financial Results of the Society’ s a 
THE ANNUAL INCOME, steadily increasing, exceeds ee 








- «+ £218,000, 


THE BONUS ADDED TO POLICIES at the last Division was 


THE ASSURANCE FUND, safely invested, isover BT malta, aes aoe 
THE TOTAL CLAIMS BY DEATH paidamountto . .- . +e 


:  £2,369,876. 





The following are among the distinctive features of the Society:— 

Crepit System.—On any Policy for the whole of Life, where the age does not exceed 60, one half of the Annual Premiums 
during the first five years may remain on credit, and may either continue as a debt on the Policy, or be paid off at any time. 

Low Rares or Premium ror YounG Lives, with early participation in Profits. 

ENDOWMENT ASSURANCES may be effected, without Profits, by which the Sum Assured becomes payable on the attainment of 
a specified age, or at death, whichever event shall first happen. 

Invauip Lives may be assured at rates proportioned to the increased risk. 

Prompt SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMs.—Claims pid thirty days after proof of death. 

The Reversionary Bonus at the Quinquennial Division in 1867 averaged 45 per Cent., and the Casi Bonus 26 per Cent., on 
the Premiums paid in the 5 years. 

The next Division or Prortrs will take place in January, 1872, and persons who effect New PoLIcIES BEFORE THE END 
oF JUNE NEXT will be entitled at that Division to one year’s additional share of Profits over later Entrants. 

Table of Rates and Forms of Proposal can be obtained of any of the Society’s Agents, or of 


GEORGE CUTCLIFFE, Acruary anp Secretary, 
13, St. James’s-square, London, 8S. W. 


COMMISSION. 
Ten per cent. on the First Premium, and Five per Cent. on Renewals, is allowed toSolicitors. The Commission will be continued 
to the Person introducing the Assurance, without reference to the channel through wkich the Premiums may be paid. 








VHE MORTGAGE and TEVESEMENT AGENCY, GovEREIGN — ASSURANCE COMPANY, 
52, GRACECHURCH STREET, E. unded 1845, 
Mr. R. Y, Barnes, Manager. and empowered 2 ‘Spocial Act of Parliament. 
Solicitors for either Lenders or Borrowers may obtain information 
as to ene a in aves and land on which advances are TRUSTEES. 
required, and sums of money seeking investment. All securities bona THE EARL OF th Ber | & TALBOT, C.B., &., &. 
fide, and accompanied with a reliable valuation. Sin CLAUDE SCOTT, Banr. HENRY POWNALL, Esq. 
Annual ee £120,000. 
WHITTINGTON LIFE ASSURANCE | the principal features of the Office aro 
COMPANY. LirE ASSURANCE FOR ALL AGES AT MODERATE RATES. 
- ANNUITIES GRANTED ON THE MOST LIBERAL TERMS. 
Cuier Orrice—37, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, ‘ 
Branca Orrice—39, PICCADILLY, MANCHESTER. ENDOWMENTS FoR CHILDREN. 
—— ADVANCES MADE ON FREEHOLD, LEASEHOLD, REVER- 
ome oo s gaciored ta 1008, ine, ot pe ra lives, SIONARY, AND FIRST CLASS PERSONAL SECURITY, 
NUSES ive n in . ; 1 ; 
Pouiwiss made payable durin ng life toni i ag Forms, and every information can be obtained on ap- 
INVALID AND SECOND-CLASS gy Wet on 8 new principle GEORGE J. ROW, Crry Manan, 


RED T. BOWSER, Manager. 110, Cannon Street, E.C, 


HE LIVERP9OL and LONDON and GLOBE niente =< 1 emma 
Offices—1, Dale-stroet, Liverpool: 1, Corahill and Charing Gros, | ( YOLONIAL INVESTMENT'S—THE CEYLON 
Landen. wayy h COED) oe 
th pane oe omen mantis a4 offline desir Fo Palmerston-buildings, Old Broad-street, Lon: 
And that of the Life to 259,039 By order, 


The moderate rates of preminm, wit with 9 guaranteed fixed Bonus for R. A. CAMERON, Secretary. 
= ad yee of this Company, oe Beal their value A SPECIAL 
LU / am gaatieienty sevemtanetne. EBENTURES at 5, 5}, and Ce 
Whole world te is granted on eae terms, and claims D a 4 6 nt. CEYLON 
thirty days after admission. _ —— COMPANY (LIMITED). Subscribed Capital, £750,000, 
JOHN ATKINS, Resident Secretary. -_— 























DIRECTORS, 
LBERT LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY, 7, Lawroap Actanp, Esq. Chairman, 
WATERLOO-PLACE, PALL-MALL. Established 1833. Subscribed | Major General Henry Petham Burn. Duncan James Kay, Esq. 
Capital, Half-a-million sterling. Annual Income exceeds Three hun- | Harry George Gordon, Esq. Stephen P. Kennard, Esq. 
dred thousand pounds. George Ireland, Esq. P. F. Robertson, Esq., M.P. 
INVALID LIFE DEPARTMENT.—In addition to the advantages Manager—C, J. Baaine, Esq. 
a, offered by hy od Life a Offices, the Albert eee —_— 

: Pia comionas ture of The Directors are prepared to issue Debentures on the following terms 
enabled $0 aaomn assure, upon equitable terms, lives that, ithe pn 0 gel pepo J gers ~—— for 3 years at 54, and for 5 years and 
disease + te accepted y other o 

Applications for partisulote to be made at the office of the Company 
HEALTHY LIVES.—Assurances are effected, at reton-buildings, London. 
=” poy lives, sae to gl life contingency, at as moderate sa < padaceeg pe t- 
most recent data will allow. The premiums can be paid y , 
pe half-yearly, or quarterly. R, A. CAMERON, presi 
tune bens aapneied oo tee reals ts of huropean life m that &. | [ROCESS SERVER.—W. PAR inte, 
ve been computed on o of Besopeen in that de- ~ TON, 58, Gaonan's- 
Lae Lay eeeen Reta over the East India ro! wo yo Sans gaa and | RoAv, Hottoway, N. Writs, Citations, 8 
generally lower than those of other com, &c., served, Inquiries taade in town or county. Instru wate (i 
FRANK EASUM, Secretary. attended to forthwi th. References to some of the first houses in 











